
1914. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 13739 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

FRIDAY, August 14,1914. 

'fhe House met at 12 o'clock won. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol

lowing prayer : " 
We bless Thee, infinite spirit, our heavenly Father, that under 

the dispensation of Thy pro\idence the world moves, and always 
to a definite purpose. In spite of the terrible c~lamities often 
visited upon Thy children on land and on sea, in f.pite of the 
appalling war which now absorbs the interests of the world 
and threatens destruction to life and home, out of it all shall 
come larger life and a betterment of conditions for all man
kind; for God lives and reigns, and nothing shall thwart His 
plans. So we believe ; so we hope and pray; for Thine is the 
Jrlnudom, and the power, and the glory forever. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
llPlJl'OVed. 

REGISTRY OF FOREIGN-BUILT VESSELS. 

Mr. ALEXANDER, from the Committee on the Merchant Ma
rine and Fisheries, presented, for printing under the rule, the 
conference report and accompanying statement on the bill 
(H. R. 18202) to protide for the admission of foreign-built 
ships to American registry for the foreign trade, and for other 
purposes. 

The conference report and accompanying statement are as 
follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT (NO. 1087). 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
18202) to pro1ide for the admission of for£:ign-built ships to 
American registry for the foreign trade. and for other purposes, 
ba ving met, after full and free conference, have agreed to rec
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: . 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate and agree to the same with the following 
amendment: In lieu of the matter proposed by the Senate insert 
,the following : 

"'l'hat section 4132 of the Revised Statutes of tile United 
States as amended by the act entitled 'An act to provide for the 
opening, maintenance, protection, and operation of the Panama 
Canal and the sanitation and government of the Canal Zone/ 
approved August 24, 1912, is hereby amended so that said sec
tion as amended shall read as follows: 

"'SEc. 4132. Vessels built within the United States and be
longing wholly to citizens thereof; and Tessels which may be 
captured in war by citizens of the United States and lawfully 
condemned as prize, or which may be adjudged to be forfeited 
for a breach of the laws of the United States; and seagoing 
yessels, whether steam or sail, which have been certified by the 
Steamboat-Inspection Service as safe to carry dry and perish
able cargo, wherever built, which at·e to engage only in trade 
with foreign countries or with the Philippine Islands and the 
islands of Guam and Tutuila, being wholly owned by citizens 
of the United States or corporations organized and chartered 
under the laws of the United States or of any State thereof, 
the president and managing directors of which shall be citizens 
of the United States, and no others, may be registered as di
rected in this title. Foreign-built vessels may engage in the 
coastwise trade if registered pursuant to the provisions of this 
act within two years from its passage: Provided, That such yes
sels so admitted under the provisions of this section may con
tract with the Postmaster General under the act of March 3, 
1891, entitled "An net to provide for ocean mail service between 
the United States and foreign ports, and to promote commerce," 
so long as such vessels shall in all respects comply with the 
provisions and requirements of said act.' 

"SEc. 2. Wheneyer the President of the United States shall 
find that the number of available persons qualified under now 
existing laws and regulations of the United States to fill the 
respective positions of watch officers on vessels admitted to 
registry by this act is insufficient, he is authorized to suspend 
by order, so far and for such time as he may find to be neces
sary, the provisions of law prescribing that alJ the watch officers 
of vessels of the United States registered for foreign trade 
shall be citizens of the United States. 

"Whene,er, in the judgment of the President of the United 
States, the needs- of foreign commerce may require, iie is also 
hereby authorized to su...;;pend by order, so far and for such 
length of time as he may deem desirable, the provisions of the 
lnw requiring survey, inspection, and ·measurement by officers 

of the United States of foreign-built vessels admitted to Ameri
can registry under this act. 

"SEc. 3. With the consent of the President and during the 
continuance of hostilities in Europe, any ship chartered by the 
American Red Cross for relief purposes sllall be admitted to 
American registry under the provisions of this :JCt and shall 
be entitled to carry the American flag. And in the operation of 
any such ship tbe President is authorized to suspend the laws 
requiring American officers, ' if such officers are not readily 
available. 

"SEc. 4. This act shall take effect immediately." 
J. W. ALEXANDER, 
RUFUS HARDY, 
0. W. UNDERWOOD, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
JAMES A. O'GoRYAN, 
J. R. THORNTON, 
JOHN K. SHIELDS, 
WAI. E. BORAH, 

Ma.nagers on the part of the Senate. 

STA'l'EMENT. 
The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 

the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 18202) to provide for the admission 
of foreign-built ships to American registry for the foreign trade, 
and for other purposes, submit the following written statement 
explaining the effect of the action agreed on : 

The provision of section 1 of the Senate amendment "that 
foreign-built vessels register~d pursuant to the net shall not 
engage in the coastwise trade" is stricken out and the following 
provision is inserted in lieu thereof: " Foreign-built vessels may 
engage in the coastwise trade if registered pursuant to the pro
visions of this act within two years from it~ passage." 

The effect of the proTision agreed to by the conferees will be, 
first, to admit foreign-built vessels to American registry for 
the foreign trade if wholly owned by citizens of the United 
States or corporations organized and chartered under the laws 
of the United States, or of any State thereof, the president and 
managing directors of which shall be citizens of the United 
States, without any limitation as to time within which the ves
sels are admitted to American registry, anc without limitation 
as to the age of the vessels, provided the vessels have been cer
tified by the Steamboat-Inspection Service as safe to carry dry 
and perishable cargo; and second, to admit foreign-bui1t vessels, 
the ownership and seaworthiness of which is as above pro
vided, to American registry for the coastwise trade, as well as 
the foreign trade, if such vessels are registered within two years 
after the passage of the act. 

The provision of section 1 of the Senate amendment amend
ing section ~132 of the Revised Statutes as amended by section 
5 of the Panama Canal act relating to foreign-built yachts, 
pleasure boats, or vessels not used or not intended to be used 
for trade, is struck out for the reason that it was repealed by 
the provisions of the tariff act of 1913. 

The third paragraph of section 2 of the Senate amendment, 
which provides that the President of the United States and Sec
retary of the Navy may, under certain conditions named, direct 
the navy yards with their equipment to be used for the purpose 
of repairing merchant vessels now or hereafter registered under 
the American flag, was stricken out by the conferees. The effect 
will be to authorize and permit such repairs to be made only in 
privately owned yards. 

The conferees struck out section 3 of the Senate amendment 
for the reason that the subject matter is disposed of in section 1, 
as modified by the conferees, a detailed explanation of which 
has been hereinbefore given. 

The conferees struck out section 5 of the Senate amendu1ent, 
which provides that naval officers. active and retired, and men 
serving and employed in the Navy of the United States, may 
upon application to the Secretary of the Na ,·y, accept temporary 
service upon vessels adr.eitted to registry unde1~ the proTisions 
of the Senate amendment. 

The effect of striking out this provision will be to require such 
vessels to be oflicered as provided in the first paragraph of sec· 
tion 2 of the bill, or as provided by existing l~w, and to be 
manned as provided by existing law. 

Except as herein mentioned, the Senate amendment is agreed 
to by the conferees. 

J. W. ALEXANDER, 
RUFUS HARDY, 
0. W. UNDERWOOD, 

Co11te1·ees on the part of tho House. 
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RISE ~ PBIOES OF COMMODITIES. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
haTe read at the Clerk's desk a letter from tbe Secretary of 
Commerce on certain resolutions introduced touching the sudden 
rise of prices of commodities. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman 'from Georgia .[l\Ir. ADAM
SON] asks unanimous consent to have Teud from the rC1erk's 
desk a Jetter from the Secretary of Commerce on the -sudden 
rise of prices of food products. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I wish to state 
that it has not ·been practicable to have a meeting of the <'Om
mittee. I have no motion myself to make at this time, but I 
think the letter ought to be read for the benefit of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was ~ objection. 
The Clerk 1·~ as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

Washington, August 1S, 191.j. 
Hon. WILLI.Ali C. ADAMSON, 

Chairman Committee m• Interstate and Foreign Oomrnerce, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 

MY DEAR Sm: I have before me copies of House t·esolutions 489, 318, 
and 590, with your request for the views of the department concern
in<>' the same. It will be a pleasure to cause a seat·cbing examination 
to "'be made into the Increases in prtces of commodities which ar·e men
tioned in various resolutions, to deterniine whether they have been 
arbitrarily and unnecessarily advanced, and whether artificiaJ or monop
olistic methods have been used ln that connection. The department 
lacks, howe'ler, both the .staff and the funds requisite to make an in
vestigation of this character, ani:l the sum of .. :;no~ooo, me~tioned in 
resolution 318, would be both neces ary and sutlictent. Autbor1ty should 
be given to employ special agents for the work. 

I reS()ectfuJy suggest for your consideration whether the matter 
could not be more effidently han}lled by the Department of Agriculture, 
which bas. in its Bureau of Markets. a force particularly well informed 
upon such subjects. 

l'osslbly I may interpret the request of your committee as justifyl:ng 
a statement of what the situation seems to be. The crop of wheat ls 
the largest ever grown. and there is at the moment some congestion at 
export points and a consequent delay in shipping lt abroad. The crops 
of other cereals are, I think, not unusually large-in some cases quHe 
otherwise. In shipping these there is also some temporary congestei:l 
condition. Two other facts need, however, consideration in this con
nection. The first is that the ct·ops of other countries are not large 
and the armies engaged in confiict not only draw men from agrlrul
ture and industry bot add :very l:J.rn-ely to the demand for· grain. through 
the excessive consumption and destruction incident to war. Europe 
therefore Is not only short in her supply, but demands more than usual, 
and is likely to continue so doing for some time. These conditions 
normally tend to enhance prices. In the second place, the existing 
stoppage of translt is not likely to continue long; indeed, both from 
private and official sources, I am advised that 'the interruption is 
already passing awaf, and both transit and exchange are assuming a 
more normal condlt10n. Certain of the combatant nations are ile
pendent upon others for their supply of food and their supply of 
matetials to operate their industries, and this dependence Is more real 
than usual, because of the increased demand for food and the in
creased call upon their industries. arising from the war itself. Con
sequently It is vital to them that they should have the ocean free, and 
should maintain its freedom at any cost, merely because their eom
mercial, and to a VE.'I'Y large degree their physical, existence depends 
upon it. I think therefore it may be considered more than probable 
that the embargo will soon cease, the ordinary processes of trade will 
be reopened, and tllat ordinary economic influences will come into 
operation. This may mean, in the case of grains, where our own 
supply is not exC'eptionally large and the foreign supply is short and 
the foreign demana is large, that prices will normally rise. War 
prices are commonly high prices. and the present is no exception. 

It would be In the highest degree wrong. however, to have ~his occa
sion seized as a means of exceptional personal or private profit by 
speculators or by combinations, and in so far as the powers of this 
department can be used to determine if such methods exist, and to 
e.xpose them where tlley may be , found to exist, 1 shall be very glad, 
if provided with the necessary funds, to undertake the work. 

Very truly, yours, 
WILLIAM C. 'REDFIELD, Secf'(Jtary. 

Mr. FARR rose. 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 

Pennsylvania rise? 
Mr. F ARll. To make a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will _state it. 
Mr. FARR. Would it be in order. by unanimous consent, to 

consider these resolutions at this time? 
The SPEAKER. Anything is in order by unanimous COllSe~. 
1\ir. F.ARR. J ask unanimous consent to consider the Iesolu

tions that were referred to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. GREGG. .Mr. Speaker, I ·object 
The SPEAKER. ~he gentleman from Texas [Mr. GBEGG] 

objects. 
l'BICES 1' AID FOR WHEAT IN KANSAS. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of House resolution 5n. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Doo
LITTLE] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
r esolution 571, which the Clerl.: will report. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolution, as follows: 
H. Res. 571. Resolution requestmg the Secretary of Commerce to 

report to the House all facts and information in his possession concern-

fng the prices paid for wheat to the l)l'odoceT thereof in the State of 
Kansas, and the prices at which said whl'at is sold for expot·t by deal
ers, concerns, and exporters at E:ansas City. Mo., and bow such prices 
are fixed and determined. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
.Mr. FARR. Reserving the right to object, Ar. Speaker, I 

fee1, in justice to the gentlemen who presented resolutions on this 
matter, that all of them should be considered at the same time. 

Mr. DOQ-LITTLE. This 1·esolution has all·eady been favor-
1lbly, reported and has been on the calendar for about three 
weeks. 

Mr. M~. Has the resolution been reported, Mr. ·Speaker7 
Tbe SPEAKER. No. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows; 

Resolution. 
Whereas there has this year been produced in the State ot KansfUI 

a:pprox'imately 180,000 000 bushels of wheat ; and 
Whe1·eas said !Wheat is now being moved to markets in a.nd outside the 

said State u.f Kansas in large quantities~ and 
Whereas large quantities thereof are sold to dill'erent gra1n dealers, 

concerns, and exporters at Kansas City, Mo. ; and 
Whereas the average purchase price of said wheat paid to the producer 

is 63 cents per bushel at the loading elevators within the State of 
Kansas, and lai'ge quantities of tbe same wheat are sold for export 
bv grain dealer , concerns, and exporters at Kansas City, .Mo., for 
8~~ cents per bushel to 85 cents per oru;bel; and 

Whereas the cost of trilnsportation and otber expenses from any ship
ping point in the 'State o! Kansas to Kansas City, Mo .• is far less 
than 20 cents per bushel~ and 

Whereas it is stated and believed that a combination, agreement. and 
understanding m restr·aint of trade exists between certain dealers, con~ 
cerns, and exportNs of wheat in Kansas City, Mo., to depress the 
~purchase price paid for wheat to the producer: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolvecl, That the Secretary of the Department of Commerce report 

to this bcdy all facts and information ;in his possession concerning the 
prices paid for wheat to the producer thereof in the State of Kansas 
and thP prices at which said wheat is sold fot• export by dealers, con
cerns, and exporters at Kansas .City. 1\Io., .and how such prices are fixed 
and determined. 

With a committee amendment, as foTiows: 
Strike out the preamble, and on page 2, line 2, utter the word 

" commerce "--
1\Ir. DOOLITTLE. 1\Ir. Speaker, let the Clerk read the yel

low paper. 
Mr . .1\IA~~. The yellow paper can not be the committee 

amendment. 
The SPEAKER. What is the yellow paper? 
.Mr. DOOLITTLE. I wish that .to be considered in lieu of 

the reported resolution. 
.Mr. MA.!\"'N. Let that be read for information. 
The SPEAKER. That is not to be rend now. 
1\lr. MANN. I ask t.h.:'l.t it be read for information pending 

a reservation of the right to object. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the proposed amend

ment by the gentleman fron Kansas [Mr. DooLITTLE] as a sub
stitute will be read for information. · 

The Clerk read as follows; 
Resolt;ed, That the Secretary of the Department .of Commerce is 

directed to report, if not incompatible with the public interest. to the 
House of Representatives all facts and information In his pos ession 
concernjng the prices paid for wheat since Jone 15, 1914, to the pro
ducer thereof In tne State of Kansas and the prices at which suid 
wheat has been sold for export by dealers, gr·ain broker , and exporters 
at Kansas City, Mo., and bow such prices are fued and determined. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
1\Ir. PATh"'E. ne~erTing the right to object, lli. Speaker, I 

notice that there are inserted in this resolution, as has become 
the custom in this Congress in resolutions caJling upon Secre
taries to report to Congress, the word "if not inC'ompn tible 
with the public interest." It is a new thing in the House and 
in the Congress to have any such subserviency to the chief of 
a department or a Secretary in the Cabinet. HeJ·etofore Con
gress has directed thPm to report without inserting the words 
"if not incompatible with the public interest," not allowing 
the opinion of the Secretary to be interjected or permitting 
him to determine whether it is compatible with the public 
interest or not. It seems to me that Congress ought to get rid 
of this subserviency right here in the beginning and allow its 
own judgment to determine. and not the judgment of some mllll 
who happens to .be in the Cabinet. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I certainly have no objection to striking 
out that feature of the resolution. It was only inserted to 
conform to the custom. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it ought to be str.ick.en 
out. [Applause.] 

1\Ir. 1UURDOCK. Reserving tbe right to object, Mr. 
Speaker--

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Mu-.a
oocK] reserves tbe right to object. 

1\lr. MURDOCK. Of course I am in .favor of the gentleman's 
resolution, but I want to ask this question: Was the resolu
tion prepared previous to the outbreak of European hostilities1 
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'1\fr. DOOLITTLJD. Yes. . by the House-the affieial doeum~nt-as well as the report of 
1\fr. MURDOCK. Does the supnJementarr ·resolution -which the rommittee, officla'lly rinted, does not eont~ill tbnt. and a 

he has PTesented taJ!re that fact into eonsider.ation1 mere correction of tbe RECORD would not change t:futt olficial 
M1-. DOOLITTLE. It will cover ~en,rytbang fro-m the 15th .Qf , docu~nt. · 

June up until the time thnt the investigation was made. The SPEAKER. The Chatr wiU read what J:mppened: 
1\lr. ~iURDOCK. Of eourse. wheat is not bringing ·G3 cents Mr. FosiT.a. ~f~. SpPnker. 1 notieP vf>!:!t~rday 1n thP ord.-r of tmsin(>SS 

in Knns·1 now. lt is bringing more. .that was l!dopt('d tbat tb('r(' is inadv.,.rt~ti;V lf'ft out a provisictn ror 
Mr DOOLITTLE Yes. but il.t rthe ti~ the resohrtion \.'aS the ('XC('ptwn of bu~'<ID('SS m order on I· rJdays. and l ask unanimous 

· . . • . • .. · 1e n~n:t to in f.>"l't. aftPr the wards .. Dist1'iet days,u the words "and 
prepared It was brmgmg that amount. lt .went tUP tb.e next tduy ibuf'lness In order on Prldays.'' 
after it got into the newspapers. Tbe RP&.u.ER p'"o tempor·P. Is tbPr(' .obji'Ctfon? 

The S\PE..AKER Is there obJ'ection :to the present censidera- Mr. MuRDocK. Mr. Speaker, t"eserving the right to obJect, is that lu 
. "' · · ltbe rul('? 

t10n of the resolution? fr. FosTER. That is in tile -rule. 
1\lr. ST.AF!i'OR.O. Reserving the right to objeet. ii should like 1 Mr. 1\:lnnoocK. Tb<> geotlem~U~ faJlf>d to read it. 

to inqujre why we sh 11ld ;SpeCify the co-ndition in ·Kansas Mr. Fosn.n. It was olfe.rPd and rPlld. 
. . . . . • fr . .lOHNAAN of Kentucky. Mr Sp('R-kl'r, re erving the ' rlgbt to ob-

wben those eondroorns pre:rcu1. l as ume, nil 'Oler the West? In ject. I did not b('ar what tbP g-PD1:Jr>mao sald. 
view of the letter sent ber.e .by the Secretary of Commerce this 1\fr _PosTEll. J stnt<'d .th.at Frida v.s sbauJd be excepted from tbe order 
morning. would it not b£> better to have a much brm1der reRO- -of busmPss ,to w'hlcb tb1s r11Le appll{'~. . 
l t . · t" ti tb · f . f lJ ~~~-'~'t' ..,...b Mr. MA:-<N. What t'be ge-ntleman ants to .do 1s to correct the REeoitD. u Ion. ID'\'e rga ng . e il'Ise o prices o a comurvui tes. ru.L er Mr. FosTE'R. Tbs;t is aiL 
than just limiting it to the localized spot -of the Sunflower State? Th(' RPrAKr.n pro tC'mpore. Is tbf'r(' objection? {After a panse.i 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I would hnl\"e no objection. This is a Tbe Chair bears none, and It is so orderffi. 
diffN·ent matter. T.he cowplnints that came to me up to the Mr. IDi'DERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, 1 thlnk undoubtedly the 
time of the introduction of this resolution were as to Kansas ·conclusive .point in tbis matter is the Journal. If the .Journal 
City. The muketing couditions :are what I want investigated sbows that Frid~rs were included in this rule, why, that is the 
in this rerolution. action of the House. 

.Mr. GREGG. Mr4 Speaker"' seeing the drift of the gentJ.emnn'.s Mr. MA..""\N. There is no doubt about that, but the J'ournal 
statement, I shall object. do~ not so f'bow. 

The SPEAKER. The g-entlemttn from Texas objects, The .SPEAKEll. Thnt is trne. but the House. -by tmanimous 

LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 

Mr. 'COL~~LLY of KanAns. .Mr. SpenKer, I aSk nnanimons 
con....:ent to ex.tP.nd my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentl.emnn from Kansas asks rtmani
mous con ent to extend his remarks jn the 'B.Eco.JW. Js there 
objection? 

There was oo objection. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, I make a similar Te:Qnest. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York 11sks unani-

mous consent to extend bis rem.arks in the RmOKD.. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

OJIDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker--
The SPF..AKER. For what purpose noes the ;gentleman from 

Texas rise? 
l.\11·. GREGG. To make the motian that the H1}use resolTe 

itself into the Committee of the Whole House for itlre .considera
tion of bills on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. POU. Will not the gentle:rrum withhold that mation? 
Mr. GREGG. I will not withhold it, Mr. Speaker. 
1\lr. 1\fASX llegn1ar order, Mr. Speaker. l make the point 

of order th11t thnt motl:on is not in arder. 
The SPEAKER. The Hou e will be m order. What point 

of order i.s :it that the gentleman tna1res? 
Mr. 1\lANN. 1 first asked for the regn:tar ·oi:der, although I 

am willing--
1\fr. POU. I want to nsk unanimous consent to take up a 

bill tbat wiil not take mol'e than a minute. 
Mr. GREGG. I insist on ruy motion, M1:. 'SPeaker. . 
~r. 1\lA.N.. r. 'I insist on the egular Of'der. and ·make the 

point of order thstt the motion of the gt>ntleman from TP~s~ i.R 
not in order. The Honse adopted a Tull! the other day; I hold 
ill my band a copy of that :ru1e, .nn<l witl.send U to the ~peaker' 
desl{ if the Speaker desires it, al'th-ougb t hnve no doubt the 
Speaker has a copy of it. The ·copy of the rule as aduflted, .and 
al o the copy of the report of the Committee on Rules. prov.ides 
for the automatic resohiug of tbe House into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the ,consi..dt>ra
tion of certain bills. The lrut paragraph of the rule :as agreed 
to by the Hause, and also the last par:Jg.r. ph .at the report c0f 
the committee as printed by the House. reads: 

TbP order of business provlfled 1by tbjs t('solutton shan be tire eon
tlnuln~ orllf'l' of buin('ss of the HonRP until concludt>O, .except tha.t Jt 
slulll not lnterfPre with Calendar W(lclnffido.y, . unan~IDOI.l .con f>Dt, -or 
Dh•tl'ict days. nor witb the conffidPration of appropriation bills. or 
bills rt:'lating to the rPVi?nue and thP bondpd debt of the UnltPd Stnt.es, 
nor with 1he consideration of conference reports on !bills, no.r tbe send
ing of bills to conference. 

Under thnt rule, which passed the House, tbe House is :re
qn1red automatic-ally to resutve itself intn the Committee of th£> 
Whole Hou e tOll the .stute of the Union. Now. the dav nfter 
that rule wns pnss;pd my colieague, the gent3{>mnu from ·minoi·s 
[ .1\1 r. F'osTER l a~ked to have the RECORD ecmreeted by in~ez<ting 
in the para~rapb printed in the Rr:ooRD relating to tlreo IM.Ile the 
exception of FridHy; .but .the offidal doct:tment printed by 'the 
Honse, the substitute J?-tesented by the eommitt.ee '3.lld Ji)8Ssed. 

consent. could change that role ju'lt as easily as it rould ebange 
anything else; but the interlocntary performance which the 
~eaker re:1d seems simply :to <:orrect the RECORD. 

1\lr. FOSTER. l\Ir. Speaker--
.Mr. lTh'DERWOOD. 1\I.r. Spe.1ker, if the .Journal does not 

silow that the rule adopted .excluded F1idays. there can b.e n<> 
question that the rule does not include FridHys. 

Mr. MANX The Jonrnal does not so show. 
The SPEAKI!."R. Undoubtedly the .rule :itRelf euts ~.ut Fri

da~tbat ls th£> printed rule which. the gentleman from llli· 
nois [Mr. MANN] has. 

.Mr. l\IAN.N. If tJ1e Speaker does not have the official _print 
ot it be.fare .him. I wiU be very gla.d to send 1t to him. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has the official .print. and also 
rtbe .original rule. 

Mr. FOSTER. .Mr.. gpeillr.er, I think if the Chair will look a_t 
tb~t rule be will find that .after the rule was typewritten it was 
gone over and any rnistn:ke that wns made in it was <'Orrecte>d, 
and jt was .t:1w intention of the Committee on Rules. and H was 
so -stated ..at !be time. when the CommHree on Rules met. that 
they were to .except these various days, including ]~ridnys. 

'l'he SPEAKER. Here is~ stnteruent of the Cllse. The words 
".and F.rid:1ys ".are written into the rule with a lead pencil. .and 
the Cle.r.k says that he .re:Jd t.b.em when he read tbe rul-e. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I think tbere is no doubt that 
thn.t is eorrect, and I think I .can call upon the members of the 
Committee tOn Rules who will remember it. 
· Ml'. MA~N. l.Jr. Sp~ker, it e.eu1s more thnn passing strang-e 

that the Clerk would print the rlile as adopted wHhout that 
in it, and als.o p,rint the report of the comm.itte.e without that 
in it. 

.Mr. FOSTER. I think s.o, too, but I think it was -Sim,ply a 
mistake in the printing. 

lli. MAl\~ Mr. Speaker, it seem to me that when we ha-ve 
a rnJe adopted .and .an official print of it, we ought to be :bo11nd 
by that. 

M.r. UNDERWOOD. l\!r. Speaker, 1 .should like very much 
to see the gentleman from Texas ge.t up bis business under the 
Friday ,ca.Jenda.r, .but I do not think it woul.(l be well for :ns to 
make a precedent of not standing by the Journal of the House. 
That is the t>1fidRJ reeord of the House. and no matter if tbro_ngh 
a misunderstanding there is a mi >t~1ke in the Joumul. that mis
trure oould have been ('Orrected and .should have been <'OrrPcted, 
but w~ .ought not to estnbHsh the prei'ederit .of taking the state
ments of gentlemen outside of the J.ourn::tl. or ei"en of p.Hpers 
that are not shown in the Journal, though they mny be rorrect 
and the Journal inror.rect. To do so \YOllld carry Cou~re~s )nto 
a rna of confusiDn, and there would be no safe basis upon 
whicll to stnnd. 

The SPEAKER. There can 'be no Question but tfult the .Jour· 
naJ is the highest authority .on what i~ done in the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ~1r. Spenker, it seems to me thnt that 
mtlst i:Je ~elusiv-e as to the .action .of the House, regardless ot 
. bat .:.H.1ion the Hom.e took. 

The SPEAKER. The rP.a.son the Ch.air rend the <'OU(l1luy 
thnt occurred was bec:wse be wantf'd the Honse to unclerstnnd 
what had happened. It seems to be absolutely cJear that the 
.gentleman tllom ..llli.n{)is Jllr. F.o.SOlBj started out to .ask t1D.ani-
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mons consent to change the rule, but wound up on the sugges
tion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] by asking to 
change the RECORD. 

1\Ir. MANN. l\Jr. Spea.ker, I do not know just what my col
league· started out to do, but he and I had a conversation about 
the matter before the House met, and I understood it was 
merely a correction of the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. What good was to come of correcting the 
RECORD? . 

l\Jr. A.IA..,~. I do not k"UOW. I ne\er object to anybody cor
recting the RECORD in any way he pleases. 

Mr. GAR~'ER. Mr. Speaker, where is the Journal? Let us 
have the Journal read upon the subject 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has sent for the Journal. These 
things are not printed in full in the Journal. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. GREGG. If the original rule. as introduced by the Com

mittee on Rules, makes an exception of business in order on 
Fridays, would not that control, and can not we correct the 
Journal if it is not correct? 

The SPEAKER. But the Journal was approved in due course. 
' Mr. GREGG. Suppose the Journal is silent, which would con

trol-the rule itself or the Journal? Suppose the Journal does 
not set it out in full? 

The SPEAKER. This is the practice in respect to that: The 
Journal is read e-very morning, and if anyone does not think the 
Journal is correct, the time to correct it is right then an:l there· 
and it is often corrected when suggestions are made that it 
should be corrected. I have seen the Journal corrected here 
two or three hundred times since I have been in the House· but 
it is Jike any other record now. The House could chang~ the 
Journal and could change that rule by unanimous consent, but 
it did not do it. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. TOWNER. In case the Journal does not set out in full the 

rule-and I do not know whether it does or not--
The SPEAKER. It does not. 
1\lr. TOWNER. Then it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that what 

was done should be and ought to be made effective, and this is 
the reason for tbnt: It would not be changing the Journal to 
change the text of the RECORD, and what was actually done was 
to change the text of the RECORD, and that was done by unani
mous consent. Surely it was then within the power of the House 
to change the RECORD, as it did, by unanimous consent; and that 
is in no way challenging the correctness of the Journal. The 
Journal refers to the rule, but it does not set it out in hrec 
verba, and for that reason the change in the text of the RECORD 
under the circumstances, as requested by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. FosTER]. by unanimous consent, was certainly 
within the power of the House. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I beg to state that I had a con
venmtion with my colleague the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
1\f.ANN] the next day in reference to this rule, when I noticed 
the omission-it being called to my attention-and I went down 
to the Clerk's desk after ·the Journal had been read to see if 
there was any reference to that matter in the Journal. Not 
finding any, I then asked that this RECORD be cbnnged accord
ingly, thinking, of course, that that would probably correct the 
defect; and that is the matter as it stands, and as it stood at 
that time. Of course. if the Journal failed to show that, I agree 
with the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] and others 
here that we could not, when the Journal hus been approved, 
go back upon it. That is true. I regret the mistake, but it is 
one of those things that has happened which we could not help; 
but if the gentleman is ·willing, I would like to ask unanimous 
consent that we may ·except the business in order on Fridays, 
which ·it was the intention to do at the time. 

1\lr. MANN. This Is pension Friday. I apprehend that the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. GREGO], judging by the documents 
that he bas before him, thinks it is · war claims Friday, but it 
is not. 

The &PEAKER. It seems to the Chair it would be a very 
pestiferous kind of a precedent to make when we have the 
official print of the resolution and the official print of the report 
and the Journal and the whole thing, but still if the Chair were 
exercising any personal predilection he would recognize the 
gentleman from Texas. 

1\Ir. FOSTER l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, if it is 
in order, that this order may apply so as to except Fridays. so 
that Fridays shall not be embraced within the terms of the 
resolution. 

~!r. MANN. I would have no objection to excepting F1idays 
under the rule devoted to claims or war clrums, but I do not 

know why we should except Fridays devoted to pension busi· 
ness when there is no pension business. 
. Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 

rule shall except Fridays devoted to claims and war claims 
under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FosTER] 
asks unanimous consent that the rule which was adopted last 
Tuesday be so modified as to except business on the Private 
Calendar on Fridays~-

Mr. MANN. Not every Friday. 
The SPEAKER. This Friday. 
Mr. MANN. With the exception of pension Fridays, there 

being no pension business on the calendar. · 
The SP&A.KER. The Chair wishes the gentleman from Illi· 

nois [Mr. FosTER] to state over again what be desires. 
Mr. FOSTER. I ask unanimous consent thn t exception be 

made in this rule to bills reported from the Committees on 
Claims and War Claims on Fridays under the rules of the 
House, and bills on the Private Calendar; I think we might 
want to take up some other bills. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman means coming up on the other 
days? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr . . FosTER] 
asks unanimous con ent that the rule adopted lnst Tuesday be 
so extended and amended as to permit the consideration of bills 
on the Private Calendar--

1\lr. MAl~N. Dxcept the second and fourth Fridays: · 
Mr. FOSTER. Why not take up those from the Claims Com

mittee? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tilinois asks unani

mous consent that the rule adopted last Tuesday be so modified 
as to permit business in order--

Mr. l\lANN. Except the second and fourth Fridays of the 
month. 

The SPEAKER. On Fridays except the second and fourth. 
This is the second Friday--

1\fr. HOW .ARD. 1\fr. Speaker, a pa.rliamentnry inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HOW .ARD. On the first and third Fridays what is in 

order under the rule? 
The SPEAKER. Clajms and war claims. 
Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, do I understand the request of tile 

gentleman only includes claims? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FoSTERl 

seems to be endea\oring to get claims cons1derec1 to-dny, nntl. as 
far as the Chair could ascertain, the gentleman f1·om Illinois 
[Mr.. MANN] wants to fix it so they would not have to-{lay. 
[Laughter.] 

1\lr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The Chair, in answer to an in

quiry of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HowARD], who in
quired what business would be in order on the first and third 
Fridays, replied, claims and war claims. I woulct like to ask 
the Chair if business on the Private Calendar would not be in 
order from committees other than War Claims and Claim '! 

The SPEAKER. Not until claims and war claims ar·e dis
posed of. Here is the rule. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, bas the Chair 
recently considered that matter, because there is a ruling by 
Speaker Henderson that business on the Private Calf'ndnr on 
the first and third Fridays of the month was in order, regard
less of what committee reported the bills, and I would ask the 
Chair not to make a decision at this moment thnt wonld be 
conclusive, because the matter may come up when this caleudur 
is called. 

The SPEAKER. In answer to the gentlemnn from South 
Dakota, the Chair will state this: Speaker Hende1·. on did make 
a ruling to which the gentleman refers. and somewhere near 
the beginning of this Congress the gentlemnn from India11a 
[l\Ir. ADAIR] was in the chair of the Committee of the Whole 
House for the consideration of claims, and he r·uled the other 
way, and everybody submitted to it during this wlwle session; 
so it seems to the Chair it would be claims--

Mr. BUllKE of South Dakota. Do I unce1·stnnd that the 
present occupant of the Chair made a ruling similar to that 
ruling? 

The SPEAKER. No; the Chair did not do it. but the gentle
man from Indiana [Mr. ADAm] did in the Committee of the 
Whole, and there is nothing before the Chair to rule on, but 
the Chair wm read this rule: 

On Friday of each week, after the disposal of such btlsin E>ss on the 
Speaker's table as requir£>s reference only, it shall be In or·dfl t· to f'nter
tain a motion for the House to resolve itself into tlle Comrnittt' e of 
the Whole House to consider business on .the Private Calendar in 
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tbe -following order: On the sf'.:ond ~nd f~urtb Fri~a;vs of e~cb month 
preference shnll be givrn to tb~> ('ODSideratwn of pr1vate PI.'DSLOD claims 
and bills removing pollticnl disabilities and bill!' rrmol'io~ 'tbe c ,· nt·ge 
of fll'sl'rtion. On cvpr·y Friday I.'XCPpt the srcond and fourth Fridays 
tbe Hou e shall give preference to the con;;ider~tion of bills repo!·ted 
from t he Committee on Claims anu the Coml1llttee on Wnr Clmms, 
a.lternnting between tbe two committees. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, it would be for the Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole ro determine the question propounded. 

The SPEA.h."'"ER. That is wh11t the Chair stated. The chief 
trouble about this special-rule controversy is the shape in which 
it was reported to the Honse. 

1\lr. GARXER. Mr. Speaker, will the Speaker indulge me 
for just a moment? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 
Mr. GARNER. The situation here appears to me in this 

wise: The Journal does not Etate in full the rule as passed 
reported from the Committee on Rules, but onl~ states th.e 
ameudrnents which were offere from the floor. 1\ow. the ofii
cial document printeu at the Go>ernment Printing Office does 
nut show that it includes Fridays in the operation of this 
rule. 

Bnt the te.c:;timony of the Clerk who read this rule is that he 
re11d into the rule the word "Friday~'; also the original rule 
showR on its fare that the words ··and Fridays'' had been in
tet·Lined in pencil. Now, I submit to the Chair that if the 
Printing Office makes a mistake and the Journal does not -show 
that mistake whether it occurred at the Printing Ofiice ot· at 
the flP.!O:k, th~n tbe original instrument. supplemented by ili:e 
te~mony of the real reading, ought to prevail. or else you perllllt 
the Prlntin~ Office to muke the mistnke, and 'it O\E'ITides the 
action of the House. It seems to me when the Journal does 
not show specifically what was done, then the original instru
ment, witb the statement of the Clerk as to what was done, 
should pren-1il; especially is this true when this is only a House 
resolution and did not have to be engrossed. 

l\1 r. .hlA:XN. \Vill tbe gentleman yield for a question? 
.l\1r. GAR~ER. Cet'tainly. 
1\lr. ~l...L~X Suppose we pass a bill and the Journal do!s 

not show the contents of the bill. Does the gentLeman think 
thnt we could take a statement, whene>er tlwt is officially 
transmitted. by the Speaker, that that was in there, or was 
tru nsmitted by the copy of the bi 11? 

Mr. GARNER. It would go on to the Senate, and you could 
recall it by resolution. This is n special rule directing the 
House as to the manner of conducting its 'busine~s. If the 
Printing Ofiice made a mistake, which they eddently did in 
this instance-if they failed to print that at the Printing Ofiice
it seems to me we ought not to exclude it here. 

Mr. UAXX. The Printing Office is not the one that is re
sponsible for the error that is made. 

Mr. GAR:XER. The original ru1e shows tllat the word 
"Fridays., was in it. Who made the mistake, whether the 
Printing Office or somebody else-

Mr. MAXN. Assuming it was written in, .and I assume for 
the purpose of argument that it wns--fls a mutter of fad, I 
do not have any doubt about it, ns anybody can write in some
thing, a line or a word, in a rule, or in any .other document 
if udMsable-are we to trust to a thing of that kind instead 
of to the official copy? Wbere would we end if we did it? Now, 
I do not question the statement of my colleague about it at all. 

Mr. GAH~ER "'by~ if the gentle.man from Illinois [llr. 
MANN J will permit, here is the ~auation: · 

If it were a bill, of course yo-u could recall it and change it 
if in the engros ed copy there was an error. This is merely a 
direction of ~.be House. and this is the first time the qnestion 
b:1s come up as to the correction of the printed copy and a 
different status than a mntter merely directing the pt·ocet:>dings 
iu the Honse and one proposed to be put on the books as law. 

hlr. 1\l.AX~. Here is the rule as printed: 
Mr. FosT.Ec reported the following substitute for House resolution 

536. which was agreed to. 

The substitute resolution was set out. This is an official 
print. Are not the l\lembPI"S of Congress and the Bouse -entitled 
tn rely upon the official jlrint as to wlwt can come up and what 
doe~ come up in the House? E>en supposing thel'e was au 
error. are we not bound by it at present? 

1\Ir. PAGE of North Carolina. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. 

'l'be SPEAKER. The gf'ntl~:>..man will state it. 
Mr. PAGE of Not·th C<1rolina. Granting tbe acceptance of 

the print in the REcORD, b.r what right does the Committee on 
War Claims ask for this day which, under the rule, is for con
sidPra tion of PE>I18i ons? · 

1.'he SPEAKER. Tbe rule simply provides that. preference 
shall be given on certaln Fridays to pensions~ In the first place, 

this print which the gentleman from Illinois hns :md tbe one 
that the Speaker has were never printf'd nntil after the. rnle 
wHs adopted. The print wa not the thing that tbe Uou~ was 
eonsidering. The OJ"'e1·ation about a report from the Committee 
on Rule differs from ewry other one in the fact that it is 
nen~r printed~ that is. ~enerally. ,Xow. here is wbat hnppened: 
The Chair bas been trying tD piece it together for the last huJf 
bour. The Journal simply recites that a certain rnle was 
adopted. that a certain aruendm~nt was offered. and a certain 
rule wns adopted as amended. That is nlJ that the Journal 
eYer shows. The Jollrnnl does not nndPrtake to se1 out these 
things. Now, in tbe original typewritten eopy of the rule u.s 
adopted the words ·• and Fridays·· appe.ared. lt is true they 
were written in. 'flw Clerk said he reHd them in. This printelt 
copy we have here is simply a t·eproduction in a different kind 
of type and in a different shape of what was in the llECORD. 
The RECOIID prints the resolution in full. Through somebody·s 
mistake-the Chair does not know wbose mistake-the words 
•· and Fridays" were left ont of the rnle as printed in the 
RECORD and. con...~uently. as printed in this separ-ate bill. On 
Wednesday this colloquy took nlace: 

Mr. FosTER. Mr. Speakt'r. I notice YP!';tPrday fn the order of buslnPss 
that was adoptt>d that there is inadvPrtPntly lt>ft out a provision for 
tbe exception of bu>"iOPf:S in order on Fridays and I ask unanimous .!Oll· 
srnt to insert. a.ftPr the words •• District days," the words " and bu~i· 
ness in order on Fridays." 

After a good denl of conTersHtion, tbat was agreed to. Evi· 
dently the gentleman from Illinois [:Mr. FoSTER 1 was trying to 
get bis rule agreed to as be reported it here originally. 

And the Bom:e, if it understood what was being said-some
times there is so much noi~ th:lt it ~an not-must ha\e under· 
stood that the gentleman from Illinois Ulr. FosTER] was trying 
to get that rule as it appeH red jn the RECORD, and con..o;;eqneutly 
appeared in this separ~1te print. fixed the way he sent it up here 
to the Clerk's desk to be reported. 

That being the case, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas [~Jr. GREGG] . 

:Mr. l\1ANN. 1\lr. Speaker, I ask for the regular order. which, 
under the rules, is consideration of business on the Speaker's 
table. 

The SPEAKER. 'What busineRs is there on the Speaker's 
table that anybody wants to consider? 

Mr. POU. I ha>e a little blll there thnt I want to consider. 
Mr. GREGG. Am I recognized, Mr. Spe<~ker? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 

from Texas in due time. Hns the gentleman from North Caro· 
tina {1\lr. Pou] the bill on ·the Speaker's tnble? 

NAVY CL.AJMS AGAlNST GO\'ERNMENT. 

Mr. POU. 1\lr. Speaker. I ask unaniroous consent to take 
from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 14685. with Senate 
amendment and agree to the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill 
H. R. 14685, witb Senate amendment. and agree to the Senate 
amendment. · The Cieri\ will report 1he title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
B .R. 146 5. An net to sntisfy certain claims .against the Govern

ment ari!ling under tbe Nncy Department. 
The Senate amendment was read. 
Mr. POU. 1\lr. Speaker, I ask that it be taken from the . 

Speaker's table and tllltt the House agree to tbe S.enate amend· 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
un~mimous con. ent to t11 ke tbe bill from the Speaker's tahle nnd 
agree to the Senate amendment. 

1\lr. F ARR ro . e. 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentlemn.n from 

Pennsylvania rise? 
l\lr. FARR. Reserving the right to obj{>('t, l\Ir. Speaker, a 

little while ago I asked unanimous consent for the cons:idet·aUon 
of the resolution to in,·estigllte the iucrea!'l-e in the prices o! 
foodstuffs. and objection was made by gentlemen ou tlwt si,le 
to thnt request for unnnimons co-nsent Xow. in ,·iew of the fact · 
thn t these resolutions concern >itally 100.000.000 uf peuLJle. and 
that the prices of fooclstuffs are soaring every day. it dues 
geem to me that the rt:>que t submitted b~' the gentlemnn from 
North Carolina [:\Jr. Pou I can be deferred flt lenst until such 
time as we shall have acted on the other vastly more iruportunt 
question. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. 8TAFFOHD. I resPne the right to object. Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. HO\YARD. l\Ir. Spe11ker, resening the t•ight to objert-
Mr. FA.RR. I desire to interrognte the gentlenulll from North 

Carolina JlS to bow long it will take to consider tllis matter? 
1\lr. POU. About one- minute. 
Mr. F ARR.. Then I shall not object .. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
l\Ir. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 

I wish to inquire whether this claim has eYer been passed upon 
by the House Committee on Claims and reported in a bill by 
the House committee? 

Mr. POU. It bas not been. It was an amendment added in 
the Senate, but it bas been carefully inYestigated by the Na\-ry 
Department. 

l\lr. MURDOCK. If it is going to take only a minute, will the 
gentleman explain what the bill does? 

Mr. POD. This bill that the Navy Department pre. euted is 
to liquidate certain claims that the Navy Department admits 
exist against the Government. This is just one of those claims. 

.Mr. MURDOCK. What was the instance or the origin of the 
claim? 

Mr. POU. It is to pay the owners on May 12, 1913, of the 
steamer Annie for damages arising out of the collision between 
their steamer and the United States ship C-5 in the southern 
branch of the Elizabeth RiYer, off the navy yard at Norfolk, Va. 

Mr . .MURDOCK. Ship C-5 is an American war vessel? 
Mr. POU. Yes. It has all been gone over carefully by the 

Navy Department. 
l\lr. MURDOCK. What is the amount involved? 
Mr. POU. Five thousand nine hundred and sixty-nine dollars 

and thirty-five cents. -
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate 

amendment. 
The Senate amendment was agreed to. 

T. S. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. POU. Now, :Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker's table the bill (H. n. 10u5) for the relief of 
T. S. Williams, disagree to the Senate amendment, and ask for 
a conference. · 

The SPEAKER. ~e Clerk will re:cort it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
H. R. 1055. An act for the relief of T. S. Williams. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to disagree 
to the Senate amendment and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Senate amendment was read. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman ft•om North Carolina [Mr. 

Pou] asks unanimous con ent to take the bill from tlle Speaker's 
table, disagree to the Senate amendment, and ask for a confer
ence. Is there objection? 

Mr. M.A.i.~N. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, may 
I ask the gentleman if there is just one claim in this bill? · 

Mr. POU. Yes; just th~ one claim. 
Mr. MANN. The difference between three hundred and odd 

dollars and something less. 
Mr. POU. Yes. The difference between three hundred and 

odd dollars and $47.17. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection ; and the Speaker announced as the 

conferees on the part of the House Mr. Pou, Mr. STEPHENS of 
Mississippi, and Mr. ScoTT. 

EXTENSION OF REMaRKS. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my remarks in the RECORD by inserting an article from the 
Cincinnati Post on the extension of the American merchant 
marine. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ar.LEN] asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks by the insertion of 
the article mimed. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. : 
C.A.LL OF THE HOUSE. 

The SPEAKER. Has any other gentleman a J:>ill on the 
Speaker's table that he wants to be considered now? 

Mr. MANN. If not, Mr. Speaker, I make the point o! order 
that there is no quorum prf'sent. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois .makes the point 
of order that thet·e is no quorum present. The Chair will 
count. [After counting.] One hundred and thirty-seyen Mem
bers are present-not a quorum. 

Mr. FITZGERAI.D. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [~r. FITZ

GERALD] moves a call of the House. The question is on agreeing 
to that motion. 

The motion wns agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the 

Sergeant at Arms will notify the absentees; and the Clerk will 
call the roll. 

'The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed to 
answer to their names: 
Ainey 
Anthony 
A hbrook 
As well 
Austin 
Avis 
Barcllfeld 
Bat·tholdt 
Bat·tlett 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell , Ga. 
Borland 
Bowdle 
Brodbeck 
Broussard 
B t·own, N. :f. 
Browne, Wis. 
Browning 
Bl'I1Ckn·!r 
Bulkley 
Burke, Pa. 
Caldet· 
Callaway 
CaropbPil 
Can trill 
Ca1·ew 
Cat·ter· 
Chandler, N. Y. 
Clark, Fla. 
Connnlly, I ow a 
Copley 
Covington 
Cramton 
Crisp 
Crosser 
Dale 
Danforth 
D~venport 
Decker 
Deitrick 
DershE'm 
Dickinson 
Dies 
Difenuerfer 
I1ixon 
Dooling 
Dot·emns 

Dt·iscoll 
Elder 
Esch 
Estoplna1 
Fairchild 
Faison 
Fen-lS 
Fess 
F ields 
.l<inley 
:Fio(ld. Va. 
li'orduey 
1:-' rancis 
Freat· 
Gard 
Gardner 
George 
Gillett 
Gittms 
Gh:ss 
Godwin. N. C. 
Gordon 
Got·man 
Goulden 
Graham, Ill. 
Graham. L'a. 
Griest 
Griffin 
Gudger 
fl!lrr>llton, Mich. 
n:unilton, N.Y. 
Hat·dwick 
finrt 
Hay12s 
Heflin 
llrtt.ry 
Ui :::uJ:; 
n ob:.::on 
Houston 
ll owcll 
Hoxworth 
Hughes, Ha. 
llngh<.'S. W. Va. 
Hulings 
Jacoway 
Jnhnson, S. C. 
Kenneuy,Conu. 

Kennedy, R. I. 
J(ent 
Kies~. Pa. 
Kinkead. N. J. 
K11e,wland, J. R. 
Konop 
J{ot·bly 
Kt·!'ider 
Laff!' rty 
Lan~bam 
Lang let 
J,az:uo 
I./Engle 
J~enroot 
J,ewi ·. T'a. 
Lind bergh 
l.ind,JUi. t 
Linthicum 
Loft 
I.n!!•;e 
McAndr·.!w~ 
McClellan 
McGillicudd.v 
McGuite, Okla. 
~1cKenzie 
.Mndrlcn 
Mahan 
Maher· 
Manahan 
Martin 
Merritt 
Merz 
Montague 
Moore 
.Jorgan, La. 
Morin 
Moss. Ind. 
hlott 
hlmray, Okla. 
Neeley. Kans. 
N<.'ely. W. Va. 
Nelson 
Nm·ton 
O'LMtl"V 
Pad~eft 
Palmer 
Parker 

Patten, N. Y. 
l'ut ton, Pa. 
J•Pt!'I'S, lle. 
Peterson 
l'belan 
riatt 
ror·ter 
l'ost 
l'owers 
na,gsdale 
llalnev 
Heiliv: Conn. 
Hiorilan 
S.'lbath 
Saunder·s 
Sherley 
l:;h rwoou 
Shreve 
~let:-t[l 
Small 
Smith, Md. 
• mith, .T. M. C. 
, mlth, N.Y. 
Stanley 

teenerson 
Stephens, Mf s . 
St ephens, Nebr. 
Rtephens, Tex. 
Atevt>ns, N. II. 
Stringer 
Swit~er 
Taggatt 
'faylor, Ala. 
Taylor, N.Y. 
'l'bompson, Okla. 
'fren. dway 
Tuttle 
Underbill 
Vare 
\'ollmer 
Walker 
Wallin 
Watkins 
Weaver 
Willis 
Winslow 
Woodrufi 

The SPEAKER. On this call 243 Uembers, a quorum, hn\e 
responded to their names. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with 
further proceedings under the call. · 

The motion was agreed to. · 
The SPEAKER The Doorkeeper will unlock the doors. 

PRIVaTE C.A.LENDAB. 

1\fr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, I ·mo•e that the House regolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House for the considera
tion of bills on the Pri1'ate Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER The gentleman !rom Virginia [Mr. HAY] 

will take the chair. , 
Mr. HAY. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that there are a great 

many bills on the Private Calendar that come fro~ my com-. 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. CARLIN] 
will take the chair. 

Accordingly the Honse resolved itself into the Committee ot 
the Whole House tor the consideration of bills on the Pri\ate' 
Calendar. with Mr. CARLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the ill'St bill. 
Mr. GREGG. Mr. Chairman. a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIR~fA.l~. The gentleman will state it. . 
Mr. GREGG. What bills baYe precedence <.r preference to. 

day. if any? · 
Mr. l\IANX That is provided by Rule XXIV, paragraph G. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Page 400. 
Air. MANN. Page 400 of the Manual. 
The CHAIRMAN. Pension bills would ba 'e precedence, but 

as there are no pension bills on the ca lendn r ~111 bills on the 
Private Calendar would seem to h:we the same footing. 

Mr. AIANN. Evidently the Chair did not read the rule care
fully. It proyides that-

On the second and fourtll Fridays of each month preference shall 
be given to the consider·ation of pl'ivate pension claims and bills. re
moving political dlsabllit ies and bills removing tbe cbur·ge of desertion. 

The CHAIRMAN. None of those bills seem to be on the 
calendar. 

Mr. l\IAi,TN. The Chair is not correctly informed. There are 
a large number of them on the calendar, and th~y will probnbly 
take the day for their consideration. 

Mr. RUSSELL. There are no pension bills, but other bills 
referred to in the rule. 

The CHAiillfAN. The Chait· wns mistaken. There are 
some bills on the calenda~r from the Military Affairs Committee. 
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That being the case, the hlilitary Affairs Committee will haye 
the right of way. 

1\lr. MANN. Either the Committee on l\fi1itary Affairs or 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, as to bills of that character; 
not as to any other cha rueter of bills. 

Mr. ST~t\FFORD. 1\lr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIR)1AN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. STAFFOUD. I direct the attention of the Chairman to 

the 'bilf, No. 220 on the Private Calendar, a bill from the Com
mittee on Claims, granting the pE>nsion · claim of Dr. Joseph 
Hunter, and I wish to inquire whether that bill should not be 
given precedence under the rule? The rule says that preference 
shall be given to the consideration of priYate pension claims. 
This ,bill is a priyate pension claim, to reimburse Dr. Joseph 
Hnnter for a pension that was withheld from him doting ·cer
tain years. I think that bill is entitled· to precedence, if there 
are no other pension bills to be reported from the Committee 
on Pensions or the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The CHAIR~IAN. The Chair will examine the bill. 
1\Ir. HOWARD. 1\Ir. Chairman, in reply to the parliamentary 

inquiry of the gentleman from Wisconsin [l\lr. STAFFORD], I 
desire to state that that bill is not in the nature of a private 
pension claim. It is in reality a claim against the Government, 
reported from the Committee on Claims, by Yirtue of the fact 
that a pension which h·e claims to have been unlawfully or 
illegally withheld from him during certain years was not paid 
by the Government It is a bill reported from the Committee 
on Claims, aud I submit that under the rule it would not have 
precedence, because it is on all fours with any other claim for 
tl.le payment of money out of the Treasury of the United States. 

The CHAIR~IAN. ·.rhe Chair is examining the bill. 
Mr. STAFFORD. If the Chair wm permit me, I call the 

attention of the Chair to the fact that the rule does not limit it 
tD bills reported from the Committee on Pensions or . the Com
mittee· on Invalid Pensions, but the rule is general in its phrase
ology, and says that preference shall be given to the consider
ation of priYate pension claims, and this bill that I refer to
H. R. 2344-is a bill granting a pension claim of Joseph Hunter. 
Now. whether it is a continuing pension claim, or whether it is 
for a deferred pension claim, it is a private pension claim within 
the phraseology of the rule. I can not see how the Chair can 
rule otherwi e than that this bill is entitled to precedence under 
that phraseology. 

The CH.A.IR:\1AN. The Chair does not agree with the gentle
man. This is a bill for the payment of a specific sum of money 
wllich should ha"Ve been allowed under a certain pension, and 
not a pension bill within the meaning of the rule. 

1\lr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamenta)..'Y inquiry. 
The CHAIRMA.l.,. The gentleman will state it.. 
Mr. FOWLER. Under the parliamentary status will any 

other bills be considered except bills relating to pensions? 
The CHAIRMAN. Thev are to be considered in the order 

provided by the rule, which says that-
On the second and fourth Fridays of each month preference shall be 

giYen to the consideration of privat<' pension claims and bll~s rem~ving 
political disabilities and bills removing the charge of desertiOn. 

There are bills of that character on the calendar. 
Mr. FOWLER. Will there be any other bills considered 

except those enumerated by the chair? 
The CHAIRUA~ ~. Not until they are disposed of. 
lllir. GOLDFOGLE. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIID1AN. The gentleman from New York will state it. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Following the rule jnst read by the 

Chair, I desire to ask further, when the bHls referred to in the 
general rule are disposed of-if they are all disposed of to-day
if claim bills may then be considered? 

The CHAIRMAN. Bills will then be taken up in their order · 
on the calendar, and claim bills will be considered after these 
other bills are disposed of, unless in the meantime the com
mittee should determine to rise. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. AJl right. 
1\Ir. HOWARD. l\Ir. Chairman, I want to catch the purport 

of the Chair's ruling. Does the Chair hold that after these 
bills to correct military records are disposed of, then claims 
and other bills on the Private Calendar will be considered? 

The CHAIR~LL~. Under the motion we are in Committee 
of the Whole for the consideration of business on the Private 
Calendar, and bills will be taken up in the order mentioned in 
the rule. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

SANFORD F. TIMMONS. 

1\Ir. H~<\Y. 1\fr. Chairman, I think the bill on the Calendar 
removin·g the charge of desertion is Calendar No. 321, H. R. 
15735, to correct the military record of Sanford F. Timnions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

;LI-866 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enact.ed, etc., That Sanford F. Timmons shall hereaftet· be held 

and considered to have been honorably discharged from the militar,v 
service of the United States as captain of Companv C, lf'orty-third llegl
ment Ohia Volunteer Infantry, on Septembet· 8, 1863. 

1\fr. 1\lA.J.~N rose. 
Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the gentleman from 

Tilinois that I am not in a position to give hjm any information 
about this bill. It was considered by a subcommittee and re
ported by that committee. There seems to be quite a full report 
upon the biU and I will ask the Clerk to read the report, if the 
gentleman desires it. 

1\lr. l\IA~TN. I am perfectly willing to haye the Clerk read 
the report. 

1\lr. HAY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Clerk read 
the report in my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. '.fhe Clerk will read tlle report 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 

(H. R. 15735) to correct the military record of Sanford ~'. Timmons, 
having considered the same, report thereon with a recommendation that 
it do pass. 

The record snows that Sanford F. Timmons was enrolled AprH 28, 
1861, and was mustered into service to date the same day, as a ser
geant of Company I. '£hirteenth Ohio Infantry Volunteers, to serve 
three months. He reenlisted June 19, 1861, and was mustered into 
service on thP same day, as first sergeant, Company I, Thirteenth Ohio 
Infantry Volunteers, to serve th1·ee years. He was promoted to be Rec
ond lieutenant, and is recognized by the Wat· Department as having 
been in the military service of the United States as second lieutenant, 
same company and regiment, from June 13, 1861. He was honombly 
discharged the service as second lieutenant on tende1· of resignation in 
special ordors from headquarters, Army of Occupation, Western Vir
ginia, dated September 24, 1861. 

The records also snow that Sanford F. Timmons was mustered into 
service to date December 19, 1861, as first lieutenant of Company G, 
Forty-third Ohio Infantry Volunteers. He was promoted to be captain, 
same company and regiment, and is recognized by the War Department 
as having been in the military service of the United States, as snch. 
from April 9, 1862. He was dismissed from the service of the United 
States as captain in general orders from headquarters Sixteenth Army 
Corps, dated September 8, 1863, to take effect September 3, 1863. for 
tendering his resignation on the grounds of oppo ition to the policy of 
the administration. The dismissal was confirmed by direction of the 
President in special orders from this department, dated June 3, 1864. 

Mr. HAY (interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman, I see 
from the reading of the report that this is not a desertion bill. 

1\lr. 1\l.AJ.~. It is practically a de ertion bill, is it not? 
l\Ir. HAY. No; it is a court-martial bill. The man iR not 

charged with desertion, and for that reason it is not in oruer. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
Mr. MA:r-..'N. 1\Ir. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRl\lAN. The gentleman will state it. 
1\lr. MANN. Where a bill comes up and is reported lJy the 

Clerk and debate ensues upon it, no point of order haYing been 
reserved, can it then be set aside? I am perfectly willing that 
it should be, but I just make the inquiry to ascertain what the 
rule is. 

Mr. HAY. I suggest to the gentleman--
1\fr. l\IANN. Oh, I am not raising the question as to whether 

it is entitled to consideration, but having been reported and 
ba-ring been debated, can some gentleman-myself, for in
stance-hereafter casually say to the Chair that it is not a de
sertion bill and thereby deprive the bill of further consideration? 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The Chair thinks the bill is before the 
committee. The report having been read in the gentleman's 
time and debate haying been begun, the bill is now before the 
committee. 

1\lr. 1\fANN. I am sorry the Chair could not rule the other 
way, but I think that that is the correct ruling. · 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent it can be with
drawn. 

l\Ir. HAY. Does the Chair hold, when a point of order is 
made against the consideration of a bill, when it is diselosed 
that it is not in order under the rule, that the fact that de
bate has occurred on the bill makes it in order? 

The CHAIR1IAN. The fact is that the committee had be
gun -to debate the bill. The bill was laid before the committee 
f~· its consideration and the committee had begun its con
sideration, and debate bad been started. 

Mr. HAY. Then the Chair holds that the point of order 
came too late? 

The CHAIRl\lAN. Exactly. If the gentleman wishes the bill 
withdra \Vn, it can be withdrawn by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HAY. I am not asking to have it withdrawn. 
The CHAIR~~. Then the Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Virginia. 
Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I de ire to submit a parlia

mentary inquiry. 
The OHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
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1\fr. HOWARD. The gentleman from Virgi.ni.t made the point 
of order thar. under tbe rule wbicb gtn·e preference to a certnin 
clwrac>ter of hills on the Private Calendar, this p.-<trtirnlar hill, 
not being a bill in that class, was, therefore, not in order. 
There was no wny for the rnembershlp of the House to bwre 
di closed to it whether or not the bill was of the pnrticular 
cbnracter which mnde it In order until t.he bill was read. ThE> 
bi11 itself did not show the technical rharaeter of the bill, and 
the report wns rend. 'Ibe report showed that It was not of 
the chnracter of biU that is privileged. Doe the Chair now 
bold that bet-ause of that particular presentation of the bill. 
that this bill ball therefore ha "l'e the right of wAy, when it is 
outlawed under the rule, o"l'er bills thllt are in order? 

The CHAlfi:\IAX It is because the gentlemaL's statement. 
which the Chair considers in the nnture of rHiSi::lg the point of 
order, came too late. The Clerk will conclude the reading of 
the report. 

The Clerk read as fo11ows: 
The st>rvice of Capt. Timmons was in every wz.y honorable, be havtng 

arisen to tbe rank of c·apta:n S')lely by his own mRrH in tht> performanee 
of the dutiC's int1·usted to him. and he once tendt>t't>d his re ·ignation to 
Gen .. U. S. Grant, who replit>d in writing: "Good offict>rs can not be 
spared the s~>rvice. Capt Timmon may havt> 30 days' leave of ab
sence.'' A short time after this a controvPrSJ' arose between CapL 
Timmons and tlle colonPI of hl re_giment. Wa.l{er· Swane, coneernlng tbe 
merit of the pol:tical candidates for governot· of Oh!o. and it was upon 
the e.xpr·ession of th~ indivlduaJ political pt·t>ference of Capt. Timmon~ 
that the que tion was made a.s to his opposition to the policy of the 
national admini:tration. 

He was di ·missPd from thE' service, to take effect Sept!'mber 3, 1863, 
and was kt>pt under arl'f'st for six weeks without any cbat"&PS or spPcJ
fications, then sPot nortn nnde.r guard to Cairo, Ill. and re.~eased there 
by the commanding otlkt>r. 

He never bad a trial, and Jt Is tht> opinion of the committE'(' that the 
punishment heretofore intlicted upon him was so done without any 
rea on, and that th» only offense that Capt. Timmons wns guilty of 
was that be f:'Xpn•ssed an indiv!duul preference for a certain political 
candidate against anothPr politica I en ndida tei and thPrefore the com
mittee bt>lieves that hf:' sbonld hereafter be bP d and considered to have 
been h.on01-ably dischar~C'd froYJJ tbP mllitnt-y • rvice of the Unitt>d 
States a captain of Company C, Forty-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
on Septl:'mber 8, 1863. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I have no fm·the.r remarks to make 
about the bill. 

.lllr. 1\IAXN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard for a 
few moments. 

Mr. HAY. How much tiine does the gentleman desire? 
1\lr. M..Ai\'N. Well, 1 will take an hour. 
.lllr. HAY. But I haYe not yet yielded tbe floor. 
Mr. MANN. I am quite willing that the gentleman shall keep 

the floor. 
l\Ir. IU. Y. Mr. Chairman, I t·eserve the balance of my time. 
1\lr. l\1ANN. ~!r. Chairman, I Tery much regret that the point 

of order made by the gentleman from Virginia [~Jr. HAYl came 
too late as to thl~ bill, because I do not think the bill ought to 
be passed; bot under the circum tanee , if the Chair had not 
held th11t the point of order came too late, there would ha"l'e 
been inextricable confusion in relation to sub ·equent bllt~ I 
fear. · 

It is to be noted in reference .to this bill that it was not sent 
to the War Department for any report upon it. It is impo. ~ible 
for Congre or for committees to learn. without access to tbe 
records of the War DepHrtrnent, aJJ of the fact in relation to 
any nwtter concerning the Army during the Ci\'il War, or, for 
that matter, at other times. 1 do not know wh<lt the fact may 
be, whether the colllmittee aeted upon purely ex parte state
ments prepared in behalf of the claim~mt in this case. But I 
suppo~e from the fact that there is nothing in the report of the 
committee to show thnt this bill was ever con idered by the 
War Department, or information asked from the War Depart
ment, the committee may po,sibly haYe been led, contrary to it~ 
usun1 practice. to act upon ex parte sta ternents. 

"hat are the e statements"? It appears from lhe report of 
the committee that the claimant. Sanford F. 'Timmons. wns 
enrolled on April 28, 1. '61. and was mustered into the service 
on the same day as a ergeant of Company I, Thirteenth Ohio 
Infantry Volunteers, to en·e three months. He then patrioti
cally reenlisted on June 19, 1861, and was mustered into the 
senice on the snme dny RS fi1-st sergeant of Company I, Thir
teenth Ohio Infantry Voluntet>rs. and ser,ed three years. He 
was promoted to be second lieutenant, and is rerognized by the 
War Department as haYing been in the military sen-ice of the 
United States as second li~utenant of the SHme company :md 
regiment from June 13. 1861. He was honorably discharged 
the en·ice as second lieuteunt on tender of his resigna
tion in special orders from the headquarters, army of occupa
tion. vestern Virginia, dated September 24, 1861. 

He was mustered into serTice to dnte December 19, 1861, as 
a fii'St lieutenant of Company G, Forty-third Ohi.o Infantry 
Yolnnteers. This was the third enlistment up to December 19, 
1861. He was promoted to be captain, same company and 

regiment. and is recognized by the War Dep:utment ' as hnnng 
been in the militnry sen-ic-e of the United ~tates as such fl'Om 
April. 9, 18G2. He was dismi ed from the en·ice of the United 
States as captain in general order3 from headquarter Sixteenth 
Army Corps, dated September 8. 1 63. to tnke effect eptember 
3, 1863, for tendering bis resignntion on the grounds of OJlPO· 
sition to the poliry of the administration. The dismis al was 
confirmed, by <lirection of the P1·e ident, in special orrters from 
this department. dated June a. 1 04. Tbi man. after ha,~ing 
enlistl'd three time in thl' course of a few months, and ha,··ng 
been promoted to be cnptnin, becnn!:e he did not Hgree with the 
policy of President Uneoln, tendered hi resignation. ThPre 
is nothing to show what be said to the dep:utment, because we 
have not asked for the record from the War Department. but 
he must ha,·e stated in his resi~Dlltion hi re~1son for it. thnt he 
resigned because be wns oppo'ed to the policy of PresidP.nt 
Linroln. At that time the ,·ery life of the .. 'ation Rtood in the 
balanre. There wns a politicnl campaign on, nnd this man. who 
now clnims that he wanted to help sa,·e the Union. because he 
did not agree with orne part of the policy of President Lincoln, 
wanted to turn his back to the enemy instead of fronting them 
with his fnce, and resigned and ga , .. e that ns a rea on, and tlley 
"l'ery properly di mi ed bim instead of accepting his re igna· 
tion. There is not an army on earth that maintnin any dis· 
cipline that permits a subordinate officer to re ign because he 
does not approve tbe command of his superior officer or the 
poJicy of the Go"l'ernment which he is in the army to support 
when he offers thnt as a reason. 

Now. the report states, and "l'ery likely it is true. thnt the 
service of Capt. Timmons lYas in e"l'ery way honorable, he hav
ing risen to the rank of captain solely by his own merit in the 
performnnce of duties intrusted to him. and be onre tendered his 
resignation to Gen. U. S. Gmnt. who replied in writing: 

Good ofttrers can not be spared the service. Capt. Timmons may have 
00 days· leave of absence. 

It seems, notwithstanding his efforts to pro\e now bow anx· 
ions be '"''as to pre!Eene the Vnion. thllt he tried to get out of 
the Army before. The report stntes that ·• a short time after 
this a controversy aro e between Capt. Timmons anu the colonel 
of his regiment, Wager Swane. concerning the merit of the 
political candidHte for go"l'ernor of Ohio. and it wns upon the 
expresl'lion of the indh·idunl Jtolitical preference of Capt. Tim· 
mons that the question was made as to his opposition to the 
po1iey of the nntional admini tration." Well, thllt is hi side 
of the tale. We do not ha,·e the other side of the tale, and 
we do not have a statement from the W11r Department as to the 
real facts in the case. "He wHs dismis ed from the senice. to 
take effect September 3. 1803. and was kept tmder arrest for six 
weeks without any charges or specificntions. then sent Not·th, 
under guard, to Cairo, Ill., and released there by the commnnd· 
ing officer." I do not know where be was wbP.n he tenuered 
this re ignntion because be did not agree with President Lin· 
coin's policy. but be was somewhere south of CHiro, and was 
kept under arrest for six weeks and sent. under gullrd, to Cairo 
because they were afraid til:lt he would gh·e comfort to the 
enemy. The committee snys further that" be ne\'er bad a trial; 
and it is the opinion of the committee thnt the puni hment here
tofore inflicted upon him was so done without any reason. and 
that the only offense that Capt. Timmons was guilty of was 
that he exp_res ed an indh·idual preferenre fot· a certain political 
candidate against another political candidate. and therefore the 
committee believes that be should here<~fter be held Hnd consid
ered to ha•e been honorably discharged from the military serv· 
ice of the United ~L'ltes as captain of Company C, F'orty-third 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on September 8, 1863." Wby, that 
was not bis offense at all, expressing an indi"l'idual preference 
for a political candidnte. The offense was that in the face of 
the enemy h2 tendered his re~i~nation. for the re<1son that he 
did not agree with his commnnding officer. If he bad been triE>d, 
be would ha"l'e been shot. The committee say that be never had 
a trial. Wen. it is ,·ery lucky for him that he did not. They put 
him under arrest for six weeks, sent him i\orth under guardl 
to be sure that he was kept out of the ell"f'my's country. He was 
allowed to associate with a nuruber of otbe: Yery good people 
who did not believe tbut the Cnion ought to be pre erved, who 
did not believe in Lincoln's adm'nistration. 

They were at home; they bad e\'ery rigbt to their opinion and 
to their preference, but the man who enlisted in the A.rmy and 
was an officer in the Arruy hnd no right to t~n opinion thHt his 
coDlliUmding officers were wrong and to express an opinion in 
the form of .a resignntion from the Army and have it accepted. 
He had sworn to fulfill the duties of bis office. and one of them 
was to obey order He did more damage by his :Jction than 
be would have done i1 he had deserted from the Army to begin 
with or if he had gone with the enemy at first. It was the 
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trRitorous conduct of such men as he which prolonged the war 
for years I can see no reason why a man who does a thing 
like tllis sllould escape the responsibiUty. It is always unfortu
nate when any person makes a mistake in life, but a man who 
makes a mi take can not always correct it. The m~n who slips 
and breaks his leg, his leg is broken; he may wi h all he please 
that t.e had not slipped, but the leg has been broken. This man 
can not e cape, except by a vote of a Democratic Congress, the 
result of his treasonable conduct. I do not think he ought to 
recei¥e any honorable discharge and be placed upon the pension 
rolls and gi\en a tribute to his conduct in showing his feeling 
against Lincoln's administration. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MA1-..TN. I will. 
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Is it not a fact tha~ this man, Capt. 

Timmons, championed the cause of one Clement C. Vallan
digham, who had been found guilty and banished beyond the 
Confederate lines? 

Mr . .MANN. I understand that to be the fact. 
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. That is true. 
Mr. MANN. I resene my time, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that this 

bill be pa ed by. The gentlemen interested in it are not here, 
but are detained in their homes, and I think it would be fair 
to them to ha \e the bill passed over; so I ask unanimous con
sent to have that done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HAY] 
asks unanimous consent that the bill be passed over without 
prejudke. 

Mr. MO~"DELL. Mr. Chnirman, reserving the right to ob
ject, I want to make just this observation. I do not think it 
is fair to the House on the part of any committee to present a 
matter to the House proposing to change an official record with
out giving the House the benefit of a statement of that official 
record. The report on this bill and a number of other bills 
reported and on this calendar contains statements which we 
must assume are accurate. because they are made by the Mem
ber reporting the bill, and yet how much stronger they would 
be, how much more convincing the statement would be, if 
supported in every detail by the official record ! And where a 
committee refers to official records it seems to me the commit
tee should place those records before Congress for its consider
ation. 

The CHAIRl\fAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HAY] that this bill be passed 

- without prejudice? 
There was no objection. 

JOHN MITCHELL. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar is tbe bill 
(H. R. 12161) to remove the charge of desertion against John 
Mitchell. 

The bill was read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion 
a"'ainst John Mitchell, late of U. S. gunboat Oriole, and issue to him 
an honorable discharge from the Navy of the United States. 

Also the following committee amendment was read: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 
"That the Secretary of the Navy be, and be is hereby, authorized 

to r·emove the :!barge of desertion against John 1\Iitchell, who served 
in the U. S. S. Great Western. Oriole, and Huntress, and to issue to 
tbe said John Mitchell, or in case of his death to his heirs ot· other 
legal representatives, a certificate of discharge: Provided, That no 
pay or bounty for any period of bme during which the said · John 
Mitchell was absent frum his command without leave of absence shall 
accrue or be payable by virtue of the passage of this act." 

.Mr. WITHERSPOON. Mr. Chairman, this bill was recom
mended by the Committee on Naval Affairs to the House to be 
passed under this state of facts: John Mitchell enlisted in the 
United States Army in 1861 for two years and served his time 
and had received an honorable discharge. In March, I belie,·e, 
in 1 65, he enlisted in the Navy and served until August, 1865, 
when he deserted. Now, under the general law the Secretary 
of the Navy had the authority to remove the charge of desertiou 
from one who had deserted from the Navy, provided he had 
served six months in the Navy prior to the 1st of May, 1865. 
This young man had notserved a sufficient length of time in the 
Navy to authorize the Secretary to remove the charge of deser
tion, but he had served much longer than was required in the 
.Army, and he asks by this bill to be given the benefit of his 
service in the Army; _and the committee took that view of it 
and reported the bill to the House with the recommendation 
that it pass. I think the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
REILLY] can explain the fact to the- House more fully. 

Mr. MA..i"'N. 1\lr. Chairman, this bill brings up a very inter
esting proposition. For years, I think, after I came here we 

passed bills occasionally that remo\ed the charge of desertion, 
and the rules provide for giving preference to bills to remove 
the charge of desertion. Some years ago when Gen. Ainsworth 
was at the head of the Record and Pension Office in the War 
Department, if that was the title, he reached the conclusion
and other gentlemen connected with the War Department-that 
Congress could not niter a fact. We might write history as we 
pleased, but we could not change facts. We might say that the 
Federals or· the Confederates won at some battle which was 
not according to history, but that would not alter the fact; 
that the fact would remain that the one who had won did so 
regardless of what Congress might say. And. when a man had 
deserted and the record showed he deserted, we could not change 
the fact of his desertion. The fact existed. 

Ur. WITHERSPOON. Will the .gentleman yield for a ques
tion? 

Mr. ~~N. Certainly. 
Mr. WITHERSPOON. It is self-evident that we can not 

change a fact, but I observed that thls House spent one entire 
day doing nothing else than removing the charge of desertion 
against men who had had that charge standing against them 
for half a century. 

Mr. 1\L~. I do not remember that day. 
Mr. WITHERSPOON. I remember it. It made a profound 

impression upon my mind. The object of it was to permit them 
to draw pensions. Now, while we can not chunge a fact we run 
put this man in a position where he can get a pension. 

Mr. MANN. I was reciting to the House not my conclusions 
but the conclusions of the War Department. The War Dep:nt
ment reached that conclusion after full consideration and de
liberation, and the result of it was that the President commenced 
to send veto messages to {X.ngress, and they ¥etoed. not a great 
many bills but all the bills that were passed in that form. And 
the result of that was that the Committee on Military Affairs 
adopted a new form of bill, that wherever a Member of the 
House had introduced a bill to remove a charge of desertion the 
Committee on Military Affairs. for a number of terms of Con
gress, if it reported the bill at all, reported striking out all after 
the eua.cting clause and inserting a provision something like 
this-and I am reading from a bill now before the House: 

That in the administration of the pension laws and the laws govern
ing the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, or any branch 
thereof, Jacob M. Cooper, now a resident of Iowa. shall hereafter be 
held and considered to have been honorably discharged from the mili
tary service o! the United ~tates as a private in Company C. TwPnty
second Regiment United States Infantry, July 18. 1868: Provided, That 
no pension shall accrue prior to the passage of this act. 

That became the settled policy of the administration and of 
Congress. There were not many of these bills before the Com
mittee on Naval Affairs. I do not recall any in recent years, 
I think, until I ran into this one, although I may be mistaken 
about that It became the settled policy. Once in a while tile 
Committee on Military Affairs, ln reporting a bill into the 
House for the removal of the charge of desertion. through sollle 
one's inadvertence, has not had the amendment p1inted into the 
bi11, and in · every such ca. e that has come up in recent years, 
when the bill was reached ·for consideration in the House. the 
Committee on Military Affairs or the gentleman in charge of the 
bill offered the amendment on the floor, because it was the set
tled policy of both the admiuistra tion and Congress that these 
bills should not pass with the idea that Congress could change 
a fact and say that a man had not deserted when the facts 
showed that he had deserted, and that they could not alter the 
records, and also the settled policy of the administration to \eto 
such bills. 

l\Ir. BURKE of Wisconsin. 1\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

1\lr . .MANN. Certainly. · . 
Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin. Is there any way in which a 

charge of desertion that has been entered upon the records by 
mistake against a soldier or sailor can be corrected? 

Mr. MAl~. I beg to say that I am not going to offer any 
individual opinion of mine on the subject, and I have not yet 
offered one. I have not expressed any opinion on the subject. I 
do not know. But that has been the position of the administra
tion for a number of terms, and the position of the War De
partment, and the position which Congress has taken in the 
legislation which it has enacted. Whether it is right or wrong 
I do not know. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. :MANN. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Did not that position of the War D~part

ruent grow out of the fact that in about 99 per cent of the cases 
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the desire was to ennbTe tbe applicant to obtain a pensim1 from 
te Gorernment? 

Mr. 1\IAXN. Well, r presume that Yery likely that is pretty 
cl'Qse to the fact, if not the absolute fact. WhMerer the reaRon 
IDttY ha-re-been, it wa u policy established after a good deal of 
consideration. We bud n number of veto messages sent to Con
gress on the subject. Now comes along a bill. referred to the 
Committee oa ~an!l Affairs. and the Committee on Naval 
Affairs is not subject to criticism in anything that I 8ay. That 
bilJ provides: 

That the Secretary of the Navy be._ and' he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to rpmove the <'barge of desertion again ·t .John MitcheH, late 
Df {T, S. gunboat Oriole, and issue to him an honorable discharge !rom 
the Navy of the United States. · 

If that bill had been a bill to remove the charge of d£sertion 
in the Army, and bud been referred to the Committee on .Mill~ 
tary Affairs. and thnt committee had desired to report it fa\'or
abJy, it would have stricken out aU after the enacting clause 
and inserted a proYision giving the man rights under the pension 
laws and other h1ws without affecting the charge of de ertion. 
The Committee on N~rral Affairs. in reporting the bill, bas 
stricken out all after the enacting clause, but has inserted this. 
provision: 

That tbe Secretary of the Navy be, and be is bereby, authorized to 
remove the cburge or de!'iertion against John Mitch£>ll. who served iJl 
the U. S. S. Great Trestern, Orfole, and Huntre.s~i,_ and to issue to tbe 
said John Mitchell, or- m cast> of Ws death to his heirs or other legal 
representatives. a c£>rtiflcnte of discbal'ge: Pro1:i<led, Tbat no pay or 
bounty for any period of time- during which tbe said John Mitchell was 
absent from his command without lC'ave of absence shall accrue or be 
payable by virtue of the pa sage of this act~ 

This amendatory or substitut~ provision reported by the com
mittee was reported upon the recommendation of tile Secl"{'tttry 
of the Navy, who furnished the lunguage, and we shall soou be 
in this anomalous position~if this bill is passed and the Presi
dent signs it-thnt if a bill passes through the- Committee on 
Naval Affairs to remove a chHrge of desertion from the Na\·y, 
tile President, <.n the recommendation o:f the Secretary of the 
Navy, will sign it; but if an identical bill, in identical form, to 
remo•e a charge of de~ertion from the Army should pass tile 
Hoose and tb.e Sennte aud go to the President, the President, on 
the recommendation of the War Department, will veto it on the 
ground that the Con.,.res can not do it. l think we ought 
to have some fixed policy on the subject, •and not leave it to 
that haplmzard. What does my friend from l\lississippi [Yr. 
WITHERSPooN] think of it? Or has he p-J.id any attention to this 
matter at all? 

1\lr. WITHERSPOON. So far as ram concerned, I am per
sonally opposed to all pensions, and opposed consequently to all 
bUls whose object it is to, secure peusions. But the House· bas 
to my certain knowledge don~ tills very same thing, a nnmber 
of times. As I .a:id before, I saw the House spend one entire 
day doing nothing else than remoYing the chnrge of de....~rtion 
from the records of soldiers, all for the purpose oi: putting 
them on the pension roll. 

Xow, in tnis man 's cnse he had this additional claim, tbat if 
bi en·ice had been altogether in the Na>y, instead of I.Jartly 
in the Nary and purtly in the Army, the Secretary of the ~ay-y 
could ba t'e removed the charge of deseltion without a.pQealing 
to Congress. · 

Mr; 1\LU\N. Well, I do not like to put my recollection up 
against the recollection of the gentleman from Mississippi; but 
I wateh the proceedings o-f the House ver~ closely. and I under
take to say that we have not passed a bill to remove the cluuge 
of desertion while the gentleman from Missi sippi has been a 
r,teruber of the HouRe. 

Mr. WlTHEHSPOO~. That seems to raise a eontHct b~ 
tween the gentleman and myself. 

l\lr . .MA.:\X Well, it is a conflict that I think will not exist 
when I baYe gone a little further. The gentleman hns in mind 
bills wbieb come under the provision of the rule to remove 
chnrges of de ertion. but the. e bills are- to grant the right of 
pensions and other rights which honorably discharged soldiers 
ha\·e. without removing the charge of desertion. 

I will ask the genlfem:.m ft-om Tennes ee [Mr. l\1cKFLLA.R], 
who is, I believe, the ehnirman of the subcommittee of the 
Military Affair· Committee that bas charge of these matter , 
and who hrmdles most of the e bills from that committee, 
whetbe1 he know of any bill to remove tbe cbiirge of deser
tion which we passed coming from the Military Committee-? 

Mr. McKELLAR. No. Our committee bns adopted the plan 
since I bave been chairman of the subcommittee--ann. as a 
matter of fact, I do not think any were reported before I be
came chairman of the subcommittee--but we adopt('d this year 
the plan of strikin~ out everything after the- enacting clause, 
rege~rdlt>ss of bow the bills are drnwn. unless they are drawn 
according t~ onr fol'mula, and simply putting the applicant on 

a pensionable status. with the pronswn thnt no hack pay, 
bonnty, or back allowance of ~my kind shnll be nllowed. 

l\Ir. ~IA~N. I understand al~o-nnd the gentleman will pl'ob-
ably know-that the Senate fo!lows the same practice, in the 
main at least. 

1\lr. McKELLAR. No. The Sennte undertakes to follow 
tbat with amendment to nearly an of their bills that leave- out 
tllc pro>iso about back pay, and frequently they run the gant
let bere. 

1\Ir. MAJ\"'N. They do not pass bills to remove the charge of 
desertion any more? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I think not. 
Mr. REILLY of Wisconsin. .Mr. Chairman, will the gcntl~ 

man yield? 
Mr. MA~"'N. Certainly. 
Mr. REILLY of Wisconsin. Perhaps I can throw some light 

on how the change in the ruling of the 'Xavy DPpartment to 
which the gentleman from Illinois [~1r. 1\laNN J has referred 
came nbout. 

In 1911 a simiffn~ bill wns introdnced in this Hon for the 
relief of John Mitchell. and was referL"ed to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. The Committee on Xan1l Affairs referred the 
bill to the Secretary of the Navy for- a ruUng. and the ~;~vy 
Department, through tlJP. .As istant Secretnry, g.nYe nn opinion 
to the effect that the- records of the N~n-y Def)ltrtm{lnt (•onld 
not and shonld not be changt:d: thnt a compli:mce w.tb the bill 
would. require an altering of the. historical recot'ds of the d~ 
partment. which should' be kert. inviolate; nud ~e s;~id As
si tant Secretary of the Navy sngge tPd the ennctment o( snch 
a bill as has been outlined by the gentleman from illinois [~lr. 
lliNN]. 

When this bill wns lntrodnred in thls Congres it contained 
the words "honornble discharge." The bill took the nsnal 
conrse ftoro the Committee on ~a>al Affnirs to the N;n·y De
partment for an opinion. It was suggP ted to the antborities 
in the Na''Y Department thllt while a former As. istnnt ... eere
tary of the .. ~ary bnd ruled that a uill in the langn11ge and 
form in wWch this bill WHS when it wn~ iotrortncPd Rhonlrt not 
be passed becnu e tbe records of the Xnvy DepartmPnt sboulJ. 
not be altered and shou-ld be kept in,iol<lte~ that a great mnny 
of the records of the Nary DE>pnrtment had bPen cb:mgro in 
the remova I of the chnrges of de E'rtion from tlle reeor<ls of the 
Na•y Department pursuant to a law passed by Con.~re. sin 1~. S. 

The Secrernry of the 1'\a\'y repliPd 1o the ~un1l Committee 
on the matter of this bill tha~ the relief songbt ~bould b~ 
granted; but be suggested a phraseo1ogy for· the bill. which 
language as recommended by the Secretary of the Navy the 
committee adopted. 

The only pructical difference between the bill as introduced 
ancl the bi11 a& recommended by the &eretary of the .;·u,y and 
reported from the committee to this Boo .. e is that the word 
"bonornble" is omittert. tbe Secreatry of the NaYy being imply 
required to furnish ·a discharge and not aJl honorable discharge 
to John MitchelL 

In 1 0 Congress pasRed an net empowering the Secretnry of 
the Na•y, in Ws discretion. to remo'e the c:b:~rge of desertion 
from the records of certnin enli ted :mll appointed men who 
deserted from the ... ~avy, provirting such men c'!e:er·ted after ~lay 
J. 1 6.5. w:ut h.ad: sened f:llthfulJy six mon tbs- prior to Mu~ 1, 
18(}1':. 

The focts of this ca.se are, br1efi.y, as follows: 
Mitchell enlisted in the Army .;\lny H. 1 'Bl~ for two years' 

set••1ce and wn mu~tered out of service and bonot·ablv dis~ 
chnrged from the l)..rmy l\Iuy 24. 1 o.l. On Marcb 15. I 'U:i. be 
enlisted in the Navy as a landsman for two year and ~enetl 
nntil August 26. 186G, when he went borne without having been 
formally dischnrged'. 

Had Mitchell ser>ed io the Xavy six months. p1·ior to 1\Iay 1, 
186u. he would hn>e come within the terru~ of the law of t~. , 
and would ha •e been entitled. to han~~ his '"n r recot·d cleared np 
by an act of the Secretary of the • .'aYy without any act on the 
part of Congre...,s. 

The Secretary of tbe Navy ba rnl~d thnt l\litchell bnving 
had a record of honorable .,ervice for two ur in the At·my 
prior to May 1 and hnving de~erted aflet· the wnr wa. u~·er, 
his case comes witbin tbe pirit of the law of 1 , and th;tt 
Mitchell wns eotitled to the s:1rne relief by u special net of 
Congress that other enlisted men of th~ NaYy wbo d~set·ted 
after May 1. 18ou. after b~ving served six months, received 
unrt.er the general act (}f 1888-. 

The soldiers and sailors who deserted aftE'r 1\tny 1, 1865. nnd 
who have had tbe charge of de~ertion remo'~ed frow tbeir 
records in the N.lwy Department by tbe Sect·{ltnr:v of the NU\o:Y 
receivoo a di&!harge, and not. an. honorable discharge. 
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It is. submitted that John l\Iitcbell, on his record as a soldier 

in the .Army, and in view of the fact that be went home after 
the war was m·er, and in new of the further facts, as shown 
by the e'Vidence filed with this committee, that he had a brother 
who had recently died in the war, and that his father had re
cently died, and that he went home at the urgent solicitation 
of his widowed mother, is entitled to some consideration at 
the hands of Con(J'ress. 

He was in no sense a deserter, as the term is ordinarily used. 
He did not turn his back on the enemy; he did not leave his 
colors when the war was raging; he simply went home when he 
thought that the work for which he had enlisted was accom
plished, when his country was safe, and when a widowed 
mother's call came to him. 

John .MitcheU did not know he was deserting the Navy; he 
did not know it was necessary for him to go through certain 
formalities in order to be discharged from the service of the 
Government; and !f he had known of the necessity of such 
steps, he could easily ha'Ve secured a discharge and could 
have gone home with an honorable discharge from the Gov
ernment 

The contention of the gentleman from lllinois [Mr. MANN], 
that the records of the War and Navy Departments can not and 
should not be altered or changed is absurd in view of the fnct 
that for years the records of these departments have been 
changed as regards the records of soldiers in the service of our 
late wars. 

In 1913 Congress passed a bill correcting the war record 
of one Bartley L. Dennison and construing his discharge to 
be an honorable discharge as of a certain date. There is no 
difference between the con·ecting of a war record and the 
remonng of a war record. When you correct a war record 
you change thd record just as much as when you remove a war 
record. 

I do not know what the President will do with this blll, 
but I do know that the bill has the sanction of the Secretary 
of the Navy and that he apparently sees no insuperable objec
tion to the removal of the charge of desertion against John 
1\IitcheU. 

This man is not asking for a pension in this bill. He belie~es 
thnt his record as a volunteer soldier in the war, his enlist
ment in the Navy, and the circumstances under which he left 
the service of the United States Go,ernment entitle him to 
have the charge of desertion removed from his record in the 
Navy. The matter of a pension he is willing to take up after
wards with the proper autholities. 

John Mitchell is asking to have the charge of desertion re
moved from his record not because he is asking for a pension, 
but because he feels and believes he was not a deserter when 
he went home after the war was over, and because he did not 
know at the time that he was doing something that he had no 
right to do. He supposed the war was over and that the Gov
ernment no longer had use for his services, knowing full well 
that a widowed mother at home bad great demand for his 
services. 

1\Ir. MANN. I should like to ask the gentleman from Wis
consin [Mr. REILLY] a question. 

Mr. REILLY of Wisconsin. I yield to the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

1\Ir. MANN. Does this man expect to get a pension? 
Mr. REILLY of Wisconsin. That question has never been 

raised. 
Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin think that 

he could get a pension after this bill pas ed? 
1\Ir. REILLY of Wisconsin. I have Leen informed that the 

soldiers and sailors of the war who got relief under the act of 
1888 or had charges of desertion removed by virtue of that act 
are · drawing pensions from the Government These men re
ceived from the Government the same kind of a discharge that 
this bill contemplates that John Mitchell shall receive. 

l\Ir. MAJ.'[N. My recoJiection about the law is that a man 
must ba ve an honorable discharge in order to get a pension. 

Mr. REILLY of Wisconsin. That is what the general concep
tion is. 

Mr. UA:r-..'N. That is what the law is, whatever the general 
conception is. 

1\Ir. REILLY of Wisconsin. As stated before, I have been 
infot·med by the Pension Department that the soldiers and 
sailors who had the charge of desertion removed under the law 
of 1888, and who received the same kind of eertifi<'ate of dis
char~e that this bill provides that John Mitchell shall recei-ve, 
are drawing pensions from the United States Government; but, 
as stated before, the qr:estion of a pension is not the paramount 
idea in the mind of John Mitchell. John Mitchell is interested 
in having his war record cleared up, in .ha\1ng this. charge of 

desertion now on the records of the Navy Department against 
him removed, because he believes the circumstances of his case 
are such as to warrant such action ou the part of Congress. 

Mr. !!ANN. · 1\!r. Chairman, I do not know but I agree largely 
in theory with the gentleman from Wisconsin. But what is the 
use? Here the President ·vetoes these bills coming from the 
War Department; and while it is true that the President and 
the Secretary of War may reverse the ruling, it is also true 
that in matters of that sort both of them are likely to be guided 
in the main by the men in the War Department who are per
manent, and who fix the policy, or ought to fix it, in the main 
in matters of that kind. It would certainly be an anomaly to 
veto a bill relating to the Army and sign a bill relating to the 
Nary, both alike, vetoing one becau e it is not in proper form, 
and signing the other because it is in proper form, when both 
are in the same form. 

Mr. -LOBECK. In a report which I have in my hand I find 
under" Findings of fact"-

III. By Special Orders, No. 121, War Department, A. G. 0., dated 
Washington. March 17, 1866, claimant was, by direction of the Presi
dent, ~rapped from the rolls of the Army, to date October 6, 1865, for 
desertion. An extract from Special Orders, No. 394, War Department. 
A. G. 0., dated July 30, 1866, is as follows: 

"By diteetion of the President, upon recommendation of his com
mandlnf general, ~ much of Special Orders, No. 121, paragraph 8, 
March 7, 1866, from this office, as dropped from the rolls the name of 
Capt. Guy C. Pierce Fourth Wisconsin Cavalry, is hereby revoked and 
he is honorably dischar~ed the service of the United States upon tender 
of resignation, to date October 6. 1865." 

1\Ir. M&'\"N. What is the gentleman reading from? 
1\Ir. LOBECK. I am reading from the report in the case of 

Guy C. Pierce. 
1\Ir. MA:r-..'N. Ob, some other case. 
Mr. LOBECK. I want to show that the War Department 

and the President have reversed their order. 
Ur. MANN. But you can not show that, because they have 

not. 
Mr. LOBECK. It says: 
By direction of the Pr~sident, upon recommendation of hls command

ing general, so much of Special Orders, No. 121, paragraph 8, March 17, 
1866, from this office, as dropped from the rolls the name of Capt. Guy 
C. Pie~ce, Fourth Wisconsin Cavalry, is hereby revoked, and he is honor
ably dtscharged from the service of the United States upon tender of his 
resignation, to date October 6, 1865. 

1\Ir. 1\IA...~N. Why, certainly, Congress has passed a general 
law, as it has the right to pass a law, saying that certain thingS 
were not desertion. For instance, after a certain date in 1865, 
if a man who was in the Army went home and was marked as 
a deserter, Congress said it was not desertion, and hence the 
War Department removed the charge of desertion in such cases; 
but that is an entirely different thing from changing a fact. 

1\Ir. REILLY of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman explain why 
the Secretary of the Navy, under that theory, said they could 
not remove the charge of· desertion or could not change the rec
ords when that has been done in hundreds of cases under the 
law? 

Mr. MA:r-..'N. The gentleman is mistaken about the law. We 
have the right to change the articles· of war. It has always 
seemed to me as though Congress had pretty full power under 
the Constitution, and might say a good many things about the 
Army and the Navy. 

I am calling attention to the distinction which is being made 
between the Army and the Navy. The gentleman from Vir
giniJt [~.Ir. HAY], if the matter is referred to his Committee on 
1.\IUitary Affairs. will not report one of these bills in this shape, 
because it has been the policy of the War Department that 
they should not be signed by the President Are we to make 
a distinction between that committee and the Na\al Com
mittee? 

As to the facts in the case, this report is made upon the 
strength of a report from the Navy Department. and it is 
claimed that the mnn served in the Army a certain length of 
time, and that if that service in the Army had been in the 
Navy they would .have been authorized to grant him a dis
charge under the general law. The Secretary of the Navy 
says that if the :P.fitchell is identical with the one who ser-ved 
in the .Na,y, as above set forth, he would be entitled to a dis
charge, and again he says : 

Assuming that the Mitchell who served in the Army ill :Identical 
with the one who served in the Navy, the department, In view of the 
above, recommends to the favorable considet·ation o! the committee 
the draft of the bil! herewith submitted in lieu of that now in the 
hands of the committee. 

They have no information that I know of. and we have no 
information, as far as I am informed, that the "if" has been 
wiped out or that the "assuming" bas been wiped out. Of 
course if the moon were made of green cheese and we would 
get at it we might do away with the high price of food. 
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Mr. REILLY of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield? 

1\fr. 1\I.ANX. Yes. 
Mr. REILLY of Wisconsin. These affidavits have been filed 

with the committee, showing that this man is .the same person. 
and I called the attention of the Navy Department to that 
very langu:tge, and they said they invariably used that Jan- · 
guage, no mtttter whether the facts were true or not. 

1\fr. MANN. I do not care what they said; that statement 
is not correct as to what the department does. 

1\lr. REILLY of Wisconsin. That is what they told me. 
lUr. 1\!Al\~. Then the gentleman saw the wrong man. The 

gentleman can not find another report from the Navy Depart
ment in the House in recent years where they used any such 
language as that. 

I reser¥e the balance of my time. 
1\lr. MOXDELL. Mr. Chairman, I am somewhat familiar 

with the circum tances under which Congress first began to 
modify the language of the acts willch were intended to relie¥e 
to a greater or less extent those who were suffering under 
charge of desertion. In my early service in the House I had 
the honor of being placed upon the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and I was assigned to the very honorable and exceed
ingly arduous duty of a subcommittee on desertion cases. I 
think I may truthfully say that I gave more time to the study 
of the cases before the committee than any man who had served 
on that committee prior to my service, and I think that my 
record of inquiry in these matters has not been equaled since 
unless it has been by the gentleman from Tennessee [1\lr. l\Ic
KELLAB], who has reported so many of these bills which are 
now upon the calendar, and who has given these cases much 
attention, and who, I am sure, has gone into them carefully. 
About the time of the beginning of my service upon that com
mittee Congress awoke to the fact that it had been rather too 
liberal in correcting military records, and there was a feeling 
in the House and all over the country that Congress ought to be 
very careful about taking any action that would place a man 
who deliberately deserted the colors, particularly in time of 
war. on a par with a man who bad been faithful in ills service, 
and so the committee began to scrutinize these cases more care
fully than it had been accustomed to do. There were some 
fifteen hundred ca es at that time. if I recollect right, before the 
committee, and I think I gave more or less personal study to 
some 500 of them, careful consideration to more than half 
that number. I aiscovered some very curious and some Yery 
extraordinary things in connection with some of those applica
tions. About that time Gen. Ainsworth, then at the head of 
the Record and Pension Division of the War Department, having 
charge of military records, suggested that instead of changing 
the record we should in meritorious cases remove the 'dis
ability under which the charge of desertion placed the soldier, 
and particularly when the fact was that the man had deserted. 
In such a case to remove the charge of desertion and to write 
on the record the statement that he had not deserted would be 
to write in the record an untruth. 

l\1r. Chairman, it is too bad that men deserted in the face of 
the enemy. It is unfortunate that men under ·different cir
cumstances left the colors and went home, where it was much 
more comfortable in every way than at the front-it is to be 
regretted. 

l\lany of those men as they grew older very much regretted 
their action, and they are good citizens, some of them; and the 
better citizens they are, the more they regret their conduct. 
We all live to regret some things we do. We may live them 
down, we may be forgiven for them, but we can not wipe them 
out. There ought never to come a time when the record that 
tells the story of a soldier's service shall tell anything but the 
facts and the truth. Under certain circumstances and condi
tions offenses may properly be condoned. Un<ler certain cir
cumstances and conditions the soldier should not suffer the 
lack of a pension; he should not suffer without some relief the 
odium which attaches when a soldier bas pla.ced against him in 
an official record a charge of having deserted his flag and 
service. 

Mr. CLI~~. :Mr. Chairman will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MO~'TIELL. In a moment. But if the fact is that be 

'did, through weakness or thoughtlessness or forgetfulness or 
homesickness, desert, if the fact is that he did not stick, then 
he is not entitled to the same amount of credit that the man is 
who, under those same circumstances and conditions and under 
possibly infinitely more trying conditions, did stay with the 
colors and did remain loyal. I now yield to the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

Mr. CLINE. I think the gentleman is correct, but I do not 
understand the gentleman to assume that there may not have 

been conditions and circum tances where the record is wrong 
and ought to be correcte<l. I it not po sible, for instance, tbat 
a soldier might haYe been detailed to orne duty by a superior 
officer, and the man making up the record mal;:es up a wrong 
record and states that he is a de et·ter? 

1\!r. 1\IO".NDELL. The question was asked the gentleman from 
Illinoi [.Mr. l\iANN] a to what his opinion is as to the practice 
of the War Department in correcting a record. 

Mr. CLINE. I was '\'ranting to get the gentleman· opinion 
more than that of anyone el e. 

Mr. 1\!0NDELL. I am prefacing what I am about to say by 
that observation. The gentleman from Illinois, a I recan, did 
not express an opinion. My under tanding is that one pro-vision 
of the act of 1888, which I have not the time to read no'''• does 
authorize the department in certain case to correct error . 

It further authorizes the department, where certain acts have. 
been considered acts of desertion, to no longer con ider them 
such and to change the record to that extent. My under tand· 
ing is that the department holds that it has the right, where 
the record is clearly in error, possibly a clerical error in tran
scribing from one record to another, to make those ch:-.nges, but 
the cases that we have to consider are not that sort of ca..t~s. 
This man did desert; nobody denies it. Now, I do not alto
gether agree with the view of the Secretary · of the .r·avy in 
hiJ letter as to what might be done for tills man had conditions 
been different, and yet I will not say the Secretary is not 
right; it may be I am wrong, but my opinion is. that the charge 
of de ertion could not have been remo¥ed from this man had 
.all of ills service been in the Navy, becau e my interpretation of 
the act referred to is that the ernce from which the charge 
of desertion is removed bas no relation to some service the man 
might ha-ve rendered at some other time somewhere else, and, 
therefore, if this man had served in the Army or in the Navy 
altogether, instead of part of the time in one and part of the 
time in another, the charge of desertion could not have been 
removed from his record under the law. 

l\Ir. REILLY of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. l\10NDELL. I will. 
1\fr. REILLY of Wisconsin. Suppose he. had enlisted sb: 

months prior to .May, 1865, would he not have the right to try 
to get the Secretary of the Navy to remove the charge? 

1\.Ir. MO~'DELL. It would depend upon conditions; it wou1d 
depend upon certain conditions. 

Mr. REILLY of ·wisconsin. Pro-rided the other conditions 
come in there. 

1\Ir. 1\IONDELL. We have conditions applying to a soldier 
enlisting in a volunteer organization that do not apply to the 
Regular Establishment. There are men who served during the 
Rebel1ion more than six months who deserted and the charge of 
desertiOB is not removed by the act referred to. 

l\Ir. REILLY of Wisconsin. They had to serve up to 1\lay 1. 
Mr. l\IA~TN. Will the gentleman from Wyoming yield? 
1\Ir. MOI\'DELTJ. In just a moment. If a man bad enli. ted 

in a -rolunteer regiment as a volunteer, with the understanding 
that he would serve during the war, and after the war was orer 
and there was no longer anyone to fight-there was nothing 
to do but remain in camp-he concluded his services were no 
longer needed and went home, Congress has said that houl<l. 
not be considered a desertion, provided he han ser1ed ix 
months; but that does not apply to a man in the Regular Estab
lishment-does not apply to a man who · enlisted with the idea 
of sening without regard to service in the War of the Rebellion. 
Now I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

.Mr. MANN. I would like to call the attention of the gen
tleman from Wyoming to the fifth paragraph of the Secretary's 
letter. I do not recall the exact provisions of.. the act of 1888, 
but the paragraph of the Secretary says that the man-

Shall ha~e served faithfully cntil May 1, 18G5, having previously 
served six months or more, or shall have been prevented from complet
ing his term of enlistment by reason of wounds received or disease con
tracted in the line of duty. 

1\fr. MO~'DELL. Well, I think--
1\lr. MANN. I see that is in the alternati-re, "or shall haYe." 

The gentleman from Wyoming calls my attention tfJ an error 
I made. 

1\.lr. MONDELL. The gentleman from Illinoi further called 
attention to the fact tbat, us far a the Navy Department has 
information, it does not e¥en know whether this John .Mitchell 
is the same John Mitchell who served in the Army in the early 
part of the war. I understand that matter has been cleared 
up by affidavits. Now, John Mitchell served, and it is to be 

.hoped he served well. It is said that several years later· the 
same John Mitchell enlisted in the Navy, the inlnnd Nary. the 
landlocked Navy-rather a safe Navy-the latter part of the 
war, ~eing stationed on the placid waters of the inland lakes 
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and ri\"'ers. He served, how long-a month, or was it quite n 
month? 

.Ur. TOWNER. He served until August 26, 1865. 
1\fr MOl\TDELL. He served less than six months, and finnlly 

concluded that he would go home. Now he wants us to write 
into law a statement that he did not go home, that he remained 
on duty. Should we declare that this valiant landlocked sailor 
still continued to tread the gunboat deck in defiance of the 
enemy when. as a rna tter of fact. he was at home taking care 
of the cows and chickens, safe and eomfortable? I do not think 
we hould do it; not but what I have a kindly feeling for such 
a man-no doubt he is a good man-but John did go home, and 
we have ,no business to say that he did not ~o home. Now, if 
1\lr. Mitchell is suffering by reason of the fact that he is barred 
.1,'rom .a soldiers' home because he ean not secure a pension, 
which he can not, it is possible we should re1ie\e him from that 
particular disability, leaving his record as he made it We had 
nothing to do with it then; we have not anything to do with it 
now. If he had had a little more stamina, a little more enthusi
asm, a little more patriotism, he would ha\e sen·ed out his 
time and he would have had an honorable di charge, as many 
men rud who served out their time, on both sides. Now, it has 
been a long time since Congress ceased passing this kind of bills. 
I do not recall having seen one in this form for years. We 
ought not return to that very bad practice, though we may re
move a disability which prevents him from drawing a pension 
or from r~eiving the benefits of a soldiers' home. With an 
amendment to the bill, putting it in the usual form, I should not 
specially object to it, as uming that the two military records 
have been completely connected and that the desertion was at 
a time when the man's services were no longer needed by his 
country. 

1\fr. NORTON. 1\fr. Chairman. at first I was not very familiar 
with this case, and e.o I listened with a great deal of interest to 
the argument of the gentleman from Wyoming {Mr. MoNDELL]. 
On general principles I am not personally in favo1· of removing 
thls stigma of dishonorable discharge from any soldier or any 
enli~ted man in the Navy who deserts without good cause. But 
after listening to the gentleman from Wyoming I have come to 
the conclusion from his citations of the law covering other cases 
that this man Mi tche11 has a pretty good case and that he has 
reasonably good grouna for having this dishonorable charge 
removed. 

1\Ir. M:ONDELL. How a good case, may I ask my fi·iend? 
1\lr. NORTON. I wm be very pleased to tell the gentleman 

from Wyoming. It a-ppears that if he had served in the Navy 
fo1· 6 months prior to .May 1, 1865, he would come under cer
tain provisions of law that would permit the Secretary of the 
Navy to remove that charge. Now, it appears that instead of 
serving in the Navy 6 months prior to :\lay 1. 1865. be, as a 
matter of fact, sen·ed 5 months and 11 days, from the date of 
his enlistment on l\1arch 15 until August 25, 1 ()5, the date of 
his alleged desertion. Now, the gentleman from Wyoming [Jlr. 
1\fo:YDELL] says that this man enlisted in the landlocked -Navy of 
our Great Lakes, and enlisted, as he intimates, at a time and 
at a place where Mitchell felt safe and secure from the strife 
and dangers of war, and suggested that be was not the ordinary 
bra\e A.mericnn citizen who is found enli ted in our Navy, but 
that his enlistment was to secure some temporary employment. 

Mr. l\IOXDELL. The gentleman knows that I did not say 
anything of that sort 

1\lr. NORTO~. Well, I listened carefully to the gentleman's 
statements, and I gained from what the gentleman did say that 
impression of his argument. I further call the gentleman's 
attention, to the fact that some of the most glorious and historic 
battles that have been fought by the American Navy and our 
American sailors have been fought on the Gt·eat Lakes and by 
01..1r landlocked Na 'Y· This i:nan Mitchell enlisted when the Ci"Vil 
War was being most bitterly contested between the North and 
South and--

Mr. MONDELL. At Mound City, IlL? . 
Mr. NORTON. Yes; at Mound City, Ill. Cnn the gentleman 

inform me where the ships on which this man served were 
plying? 

Mr . .MO~~ELL. Probably on the turbid 'laters of the Mls
souri. 

Mr. NORTON. Po ibly that may hn\e been true. 
1\Ir. 1\IO~'TIELL. Or possibly on the rolling surges of the 

Mississippi. 
Mr. NORTON. It 3J1pears that the gentleman does not know 

where the senice of this mnn was given to his country. I want 
to say that no facts appear in the report on this bill or el e
wher·e- to indicate thnt John 1\Iitchell was not ju t as brave, 
ju t as patriotic. and just as worthy an American citizen as :my 
man who enlisted in the Navy of the United States in the trying 

days of March, 1865, when the ranks of our Army and Navy 
were most in need of heroes and brave defenders. It seems 
when the war drums ceased beating and when the chance of 
fighting was over, Mitchell became dissatisfied with life in the 
Navy and took his departure from the Navy without receiving 
a formal discharge or release. In view of the fact that he 
sened in the American Army during the first two years of the 
Civil War, It seems unfair and unjust that an honomble dis
charge should be withheld from him at this time, under all the 
circumstances of this case. 

The CILHR.MAN. The question is on agreeing to the com. 
mittee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. _ 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill nside 

with a favorable recommendation. 
The motion was agreed to. 
1\!r. HA. Y. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 

rise and report the bill with a favorable recommendation. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Thereupon the committee rose; and the Speaker ha"Ving re

sumed the chair, 1\lr. CARLIN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 12161) 
to remove a charge of desertion against John Mitchell, and had 
directed him to report the same to the House with a committee 
amenclmerit, with the recommendation that the amendment be 
agreed to and that the bill as amended do pnss. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the commit
tee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, and was read the third erne. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 
The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 

noes seemed to have it. 
1\Ir. HAY. Division, 1\Ir. Speaker. 
The House divided; and there were-ayes 32, noes 3. 
So the bill was passed. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now s.d
jourri. 

.ll'he motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 3 o'clock and 3 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Saturday, August 15, 
1914, at 12 o'clock noon. 

REPORTS OF CO:\IMITTEES O"N PUBLIC BILLS Al\'D 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. LINTHICUM, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

to which was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Re . 292) au
thorizing the President to accept an imitation to participate in 
an e~1Josition to be held in the city of Panama, and for other 
purpo~es, reported the snme without amenCment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1088), which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

CIIAl"\TGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were 
referred as follows : 

A. bill (H. R. 10979) granting a pension to 1\Iary Pierce; Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 18188) granting an increase of pension of Joseph 
L. Hall; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, Al\TD .MEMORIALS. 

UnrlE>r clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred .as follows: 

By Mr. SJIALL: A bill (H. R. 18368) to authorize the con· 
struction of a lighthouse and fog signal upon Diamond Shoal, 
at Cape Hatteras, on the coast of North Carolina; to the Com· 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Comlr!erre. 

By 1\lr. THOMAS: A bill (H. n. 18369) authorizing the 
Treasury Department to make certain ad•ances for the relief 
of the tobacco growers of Kentucky and Tennessee; to the Com
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 18370) providing for the is
suance of Federal reserve note to producers of cotton, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
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By :Mr. O'HAIR: A bill (H. R. 183i1) compensating·· the pri
vates of the Capitol JlOlice force for extra services; to the Com
mittee on Appropriations. 

By 1\lr. KAH. ~: A bill (II. n. 18372) for erecting a suitable 
monument to Commodore Uriah P. Le\y in the city of Washing
ton, D. C.; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. ALE..~A...,DER: A. bill (H. R. 18373) to authorize 
the United States Government to establish and operate a steam
ship service between ports of the United States and ports 
of the -rarious countries of South America, and such other 
ports as may from time to time appear desirable, and to estab
lish a ser-rice of value to the national defen e in time of war; 
to ~e Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

PlliVA~rE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under c1ause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introdured and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 18374) granting an in

crease of pension to J. A. Neff; to the Committee on Invalill 
PensionR. 

By 1\Ir. BARKLEY: A bill (H. R. 18375) for the relief of 
the estate of James E. Morgan, deceased; to the Committee ·on 
. War Claims. 

By .Mr. FITZHENRY: A bi11 (H. R. 18376) to correct the 
military record of John B. Ford; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 18377) gran tiD!! 
an increase of pen ion to Clara Robinson; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. STO'XE: A bill (H. R. 18378) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Hotchkiss; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18379) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah McDaniel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of the Socialist Party 

of Ohio. protestiuO' against the war in Europe; to the Coml.llittee 
on :.filitm·y Affairs. 

.AI o (by request), petition of certain members of the St. 
John's Lutheran Church of Ambler. Pa., favoring national pro
hi:::>ition; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. ALEXA ... '\IDER: ~1emorial of the Grant City (Mo.) 
Chautauqua, favoring nn amendment abolishing polygamy in 
the United State. ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOOHEit: Petition .of A. D. Gresham and 72 other 
citizens of Platte City, Mo., fa-roring the pa age of House joint 
resolution 2, 2; to tlie Committee on Na-ral Affairs. 

By Mr. CON~ELLY of Kansas: Petitions of 50 citizens of 
Beloit, 29 citizen' of Osborne, and 43 citizens of ~Iankato,- all 
in tlie State of Kansas, favoring national prohibition; to the 
Committee on Rnles. 

By Mr. DILLO~: Petition of 34 citizens of Milltown, S. Dak., 
fa-roring national prohibition; to the Committee on llnles. 

Also, memorinl of the Sioux VHlley Medical Association, pro
testing agalnst the 'Kelson amendment to House bill 62 2. the 
Harrison antinarcotic bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By l\Ir. JOHNSO~ of Washington: Petition of sundry citi
zen of Port Angeles. Wash., protesting against national pro
hibition; to the Committee on Rule . 

By l\lr. KEX~ED Y of Rhode Island: Petition of Edna B. 
Ha.Je, Mrs. Joseph H. Kenurick, W. B. Shepard, Agnes Mac· 
kinnen. all of Provid•.'nce, R. I., favoring national prohibition; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LOBECK: Petition of the llicha rdson Drug Co., of 
Omaha, Xebr., prote ting again. t increasing revenue tax on 
cigars; to the Committee on Ways and Means. . 

AJ o, petitions of H. A. G. Dreibns aud A. Lagrotto, both of 
Omaha, Nebt· .. protesting against natioual prohibition; to the 
Cornrnittee on Rules. · 

By i\1r. O'HAIR: Petition of sundry citizens of the State of 
Illinois, f .avoring House joint resolution 2 2. for the purpose of 
gi,·iug tl heat·ing to Dr. Frederick A. Cook; to the Committee on 
1\a-ral Affairs. 

By .l\lr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Resolutions of the Dakota 
Confel'ence of the Erangelical Association; 400 citizens of Lif,;~ 
bon; 300 delegates of the Ep""orth League of Jamestown; the 
Chri!'tian Ende~wor S.:>ciety of Bismarck; the Fargo College: of 
~argo; petition" of f'llndry citizens of Y\TE'. thope; 12 citizens of 
Juanita; various citizens of Kintyre, Braddock, Linton, and 
Bathgate; and the Christian Endeavor Society of Heaton, all in 

the State of North Dnkota, all favoring national prohibition; to 
the Committee on Uules. 

Also, petition of A. G. Leonard. of North Dakota, regnrlling 
means of distribution of topographic and hy<lrogmphic snr\eys; 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the InterioL· Department. 

Also, petition of the Far~o Chautauqna A~ ociation. relative 
to abolishing polygamy; to the _Committee on the Judiciary. 

SENATE. 

SATURDAY, August 15, 1911,. 

(Leuislati?Je day of -~'ucsclay, August 11, 191~.)· 

The Senate reassembled at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration 
of the recess. 

THE CALENDAR. 

The VICE PRESIDEl~T. The calendar under Ru1e VIII 
wiJJ be pro(·eeded with. 

The bill (S. 1.2.!0) to establish the legi lutive reference bureau 
1Jf the Library of Congress was announced as first in order on 
the calendar . 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. Let that go over. 
.Mr. S:\1001\ I ask that it may go to the calendar under 

Rule IX. . 
.Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator presenting it is not present. 

I think it had better be passed over. 
The VICE PRESIDE?\"T. The bill will be passed o-rer. 
The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 41) authorizing the Sect·et:uy 

of the Interior to sell or lease certain public lands to the Re
public Coal Co., a corporation, was announced as next in order. 

.Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over. 
The VICE PRESIDEx·r. The joint resolution will go over. 
The bill (S. 2242) making it unlawful for any Member of 

Congress to sene on or solicit funds for any political commit
tee. clnb, or organization was announced as next in order. 

1\lr. GALLIXGER. Let that O'O orer. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will go m·er. 
The resolution ( S. Res. 156) 1imiting expenditures for tele

grams sent or receired by Senators wa announced as next in 
order . 

l\Ir. S~IOOT. Let that go over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The ref'olution will go over. 
The resolution (S. Res. 84) pro·dding that any Senator, upon 

his own request. may be recorded and connted as present in 
order to constitute a quorum was announced as next in order. 

Mr. McCID1BER. Let that go o-rer. 
The VICE PRESIDEXT. Tlie re olntion will go over. 
The resolution (S. Res. 218) proposing an amendment to the 

standing rules of the Senate was announced as next in order. 
l\Ir. S~IOOT. Let that go over. 
The VICE PRESIDEXT. It will go over. 
The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 2G) propo ing an amendment 

to th Constitution of the United States was announced as next 
in order. 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. Let that go over. 
The VICE PRESIDE 'T. The joint resolution will go over. 

PUDLICATION OF LAND-OFFlCE NOTICES. 

The bill (S. 3023) relating to the duties of registers of 
United States land offices and the publication in newspapers 
of official land-office notices was considered as in Comi1littee of 
the \-Vhole. 

Mr. BURTON. I have an amendment to otrer to the bill. 
The YICE PRESIDENT. There are amendments from the 

Committee on Public Lands to be acted on first. The amend
ments will be stated. 

The amendments were, on page 1, line 8, to strike out " some 
certain stated day" and insert ''Saturday," and in line 10, 
to strike out " such day" and insert ·• each Saturday,'' so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., 'J'bat whenever the law requires the registet· of 
a Unitt>d Statl:'s lanu office to publish a notice fot· a certain ppriod of 
time in a newspaper to be designated by him, uch publication may 
L>e made by publication each week, s ur.cessively. in a weekly new. paper 
or general circulation for tb<' . Pl't'ScribNl pPriod of time. 01' by publica
tion once a week on Saturday of each su{'cessive Wt>Pk in tbe dail .v 
issue for each Saturday of a daily newspaper of general cit·culation 
until such prescribed ·period of time shall have elapsed from the first 
day of publication in such daily newspaper. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
1\Ir. BURTON. I offer the amendruent I am ending to the 

desk. · 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
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